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LONDON, FEBRUARY 8, 1873. 
—_-——<>——_ 

THERE ARE SEVERAL Questions of fact still unsettled 
connected with the destruction of the Northfleet. It is 
not quite clear yet whether or not the Wuri/lo was the 
ship that did the damage. It has not been shown beyond 
doubt, as far as we know, whether the wreck occurred 
within a league of the shore or not, though that it did 
seems to be implied in all the published accounts of the 
disaster. And of course it remains to be proved whether 
the negligence of all or any of those on board the delin- 
quent vessel was such as tosubject them to a charge of man- 
slaughter for the death of those on board the North fleet. 
But assuming the Murillo, a Spanish ship, to be the 
offender, and the oceurrence to have taken place within 
a league of the shore, and to amount to man- 
slaughter—then it seems pretty clear that there would 
be concurrent jurisdiction in the English and Spanish 
Courts to try the offenders. The English Courts would 
have jurisdiction, because the place was within the ambit 
of British territorial jurisdiction; the Spanish, because 
a Spanish ship is a floating island and carries Spanish law 
with it, ‘That neither of these jurisdictions excludes the 
other was decided by the Court of Criminal Appeal in 
Reg v. Anderson, L. R. 1 C. C. 161, 17 W. R. 208, 


Tue Lor» Curmy Baron on Saturday last delivered the 
judgment of the Exchequer Chamber in the case of 
Dawkins v. Lord Rokeby. The conclusion at which the 
Court had arrived was made known some months since, 
but it is only now that the reasons on which that ccnelu- 
sion was founded have been published. The action, we 
may remind our readers, was for slander and libel, and 
was brought by the plaintiff, a lieutenant-colonel in the 
Coldstream Guards, against the defendant, a general of 
division. The cause was tried before Blackburn, J., and 
it was then proved that, in consequence of long standing 
disputes between the plaintiff and Lord F. Paulet, his 
colonel, a court of inquiry was held to ascertain the 
plaintiff's fitness for command. Before that court Lord 
Rokeby was examined, and his evidence was unfavourable 
to Colonel Dawkins, who was placed on half pay in con- 
sequence. When his examination was concluded Lord 
Rokeby, mero motu, handed in a written paper contain- 
Ing in substance a repetition of his oral evidence, but 
with some additions. These statements, oral and 
written, were the subject-matter of the action. Mr. 
Justice Blackburn rejected evidence that the defen- 
dant had been guilty of wilful falsehood, and nonsuited 
the plaintiff, being of opinion that, even assuming ex- 
press malice, there was no cause of action, A bill of 


exceptions was tendered to this ruling, and nearly a year 
ago the Exchequer Chamber announced their decision 
that the ruling was correct, reserving, at the same time, 
their detailed judgment upon the matter. 

As we had anticipated (16 8. J. 280), the judgment is 
based mainly on considerations of public policy. Lord 
Rokeby, as a military man, was bound, when summoned, 











fore, in the opinion of the Exchequer Chamber, to the 
same protection as a witness compelled to give evidence 
in an ordinary court of law. So far the decision seems 
sound, but what is to be said of the statement which, 
after his evidence was given, Lord Rokeby voluntarily 
tendered? The privilege of a witness ceases when his 
examination is closed. Is not a statement made by him, 
of his own accord, after he has left the witness-box, 
beyond the protection which a witness can rightly claim ? 
We certainly think that in holding such a statement 
privileged the Exchequer Chamber have gone very far, and 
we share with the Lord Chief Baron his satisfaction that 
the opinion of the Court of last resort ‘can still be taken 
on the point. It seems to us that the Exchequer 
Chamber judges lost sight of the fact that the written 
document which, for the purposes of the bill cf excep- 
tions, must be assumed to have contained wilful untruths, 
was presented to the Court by Lord Rokeby wninvited. 
It was annexed by the Court to their proceedings, but 
this circumstance can scarcely confer upon it an im- 
munity it would not have otherwise enjoyed. Lord 
Rokeby’s oral evidence clearly comes within the principle 
that a witness shall not be liable to be harassed with 
actions for words uttered in the witness-box, as soon as 
it is established that a “Court of Inquiry” is a tribunal 
sanctioned and recognised by the law. The protection 
extended to the written paper must be founded upon the 
wider principles of public policy. This is the “ otherand 
higher ground” to which the Chief Baron refers in his 
judgment. With a well founded misgiving that the 
analogy between Lord Rokeby and an _ ordinary 
witness was imperfect and would not wholly protect him, 
the learned judge boldly pronounces that the whole ques- 
tion is a “ military” one and beyond the province of a Couré 
of Law to decide upon. This may be, and we ars 
disposed to think it is, a wise decision, but it is certainly 
a novelty. It is in harmony with the dicta of some 
eminent judges—Lords Mansfield and Loughborough and 
Mr. Justice Willes among them; but it is opposed to the 
decision of the Court of Exchequer in Sutton v. John- 
stone (See Broom’s Constitutional Law at p. 661) and to 
the judgment of Cockburn C.J., in Dawkins y. Lord F’. 
Paulet (18 W. R. 336, L. R.5 Q.B. 94). The point was 
advisedly left undecided in the case of Sutton v. Johnstone 
in the Exchequer Chamber, and from that time to the 
present has remained without any judicial determination. 





THE CORRESPONDENCE With reference to the three years’ 
liability of the estates of deceased shareholders in joint 
stock banks has been continued during the week, and 
new ground has been taken. The untenable idea of any 
direct liability to creditors existing either at law or in 
equity after the three years appears to have been given up; 
and it is apparently not disputed that, as regards cases 
coming within section 15 of the statute of Geo. 4, the 
three years will begin to run, at latest, from the time of 
transfer of the shares by the executor. So far the ground 
is cleared; but it is now contended that the above-men- 
tioned statute has no application to the liability of the 
shareholders to contribute ‘ter se, and the decision men- 
tioned by us last week of Ex parte Gouthwaite (3 Mae. 
& G. 187) is cited in support of this opinion. It 
has not been pointed out, however, that in this 
case the deed of settlement of the company in whicl 
the testator held shares contained clauses providing, in 
effect, that until certain acts were done, constituting the 
executor of a deceased member, or a purchaser of 
a deceased member's shares, a member of the com- 
pany, the estate of the deceased member should continue 
liable. No such acts were done, but the executrix 
continued to receive the dividends on the shares for 
more than three years after the death of the testator 
Under these circumstances it is obvious that the testator’s 
estate must, under the express agreement entered into by 
him, have been held liable to contribute altogether in- 
dependently of any question as to the application of sec- 

15 





284 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Feb. 8,19%3, 








tion 13 of the statute of Geo. 4, and Lord Truro’s 
observations with reference to the non-applicability of 
that section, which were not necessary to the decision 
of the case before him, appear, so far as we have been able 
to ascertain, not to be supported by any subsequent deci- 
sion, nor, as we venture to think, can they be ‘supported 
on principle. The Act imposes on the members of a 
company formed under it certain liabilities which are 
very different from and much greater than the ordinary 
liabilities of parmers. At the same time it provides that 
after a member has left the company for three years he 
shall not be harrassed in respect of these liabilities. In 
other words the creditors of the company are told to look 
for payment of their debts to a class of persons which 
does not include persons who have ceased to be members 
for more than three years. Whatis this but saying that 
the persons liable for the debts of the company shall be 
present members and members who have left less than 
three years ago? It would be strange, indeed to hold 
that with respect to liabilities created by a statute, a man 
by the very same statute excluded from the class ren- 
dered subject to them, must, nevertheless assist the 
members of that class in paying them, merely because 
if the liabilities had been different liabilities— viz., ordi- 
nary partnership liabilities, and he and the other share- 
holders had been in a different relation to each other, viz., 
—in the relation of ordinary partners, he would have had 
to assist them in paying the debts of the partnership. 
Nothing, in fact, is more misleading than to look at these 
companies at one moment and for one purpose as crea- 
tures fashioned by the Legislature, and at the next 
moment and for another purpose as the old common law 
co-partnerships. 





Severat cases*under the New Licensing Act came 
before the Court of Queen’s Bench towards the close of 
last Term, but few were of much importance. In one, 
Rey vy. Monmouthshire Justices, the point which we 
noticed lately (ante p. 240) appeared likely to reach a 
decision ; in that case the removal had been during the 
currency of the licence, but the application for a licence 
under 9 Geo, 4, c. 61, s. 14, was made after its expiration ; 
the rule, however (in a somewhat complicated state of 
facts), went off upon the ground that the justices had 
heard and determined the appeal. In another rule 
against the same justices, where the same applicant was 
the moving party, an application had been made for 
a renewal, on the ground that the house, though not then 
a licensed house, had been licensed formerly, and there- 
fore could not be “premises not theretofore licensed’ 
within the meaning of those words in the definition of a 
“new licence” (section 74). But this construction of 
the word “ theretofore” was, as we had anticipated it would 
be, rejected by the Court, who held that the words meant 
in effect “up to that time.” 

Another rule (/teg v. Southport Justices) raised an im- 
portant question under the Wine and Beerhouse Act, 
1869. It will be remembered that wine and beer licences 
were originally mere excise licences, but that the Act of 
1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 27) made a certificate of magis- 
trates a condition precedent to their validity. Amongst 
other provisions, placing these certificates on a similar 
footing to general publichonse licences, the 8th section 
of that Act enacts that “all the provisions of 9 Geo. 4, ¢. 
61, as to appeal from any act of any justice shall have 
effect with regard to grants of certificates under this 
Act.” The Licensing Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94, 
sch. 2), repeals the sections of 9 Geo. 4 which provide all 
the machinery of appeal (sections 27—29) so far as new 
licences are concerned, but does not repeal any part of 
the 8th section of the Act of 1869. In Reg v. Justices 
of Southport an application had been made for a new 
licence under the Wine and Beerhouse Acts, and had 
been refused. The justices having declined to state the 
grounds of their refusal (the application was for a 
licence for sale off the premises, see 32 & 33 Vict. c. 27, 
«. 8), a rule was obtained for a mandamus to compel 





ngs 
them to hold a special sessions to hear and determing 
the application. It was contended on behalf of the 
justices that a mandamus could not issue, because the 
applicant's remedy under that section was to appeal 
against the justices’ decision to the Quarter Sessions. 
It is a well settled rule that the mere repeal of a clange 
incorporated in another Act of Parliament does not 
affect the enactment not expressly repealed (2. v. Stock: 
8 Ad. & E. 72), and in conformity with that rule the 
Court held that, for the purposes of section 8 of the Act 
of 1869, the appeal clauses survived. In this particular 
instance the result is so anomalous that the Legislature 
have probably failed to express their intentions in a legal 
form, and we may expect notice to be taken of the deci. 
sion in any amending Act which may be passed next 
session. 


On Sarvurpay Last the Chief Judge in Bankruptey 
gave two decisions on points of some importance re. 
lating to reputed ownership. In Ew parte Harding, in 
re Eairbrother, he held that the registration of a 
bill of sale does not prevent the goods comprised in 
it from being in the reputed ownership of the grantor. In 
Ex parte Bolland, re Causton (20 W. R. 981), the Chief 
Judge held that the application of the doctrine of 
reputed ownership is not excluded by the existence of a 
general custom in a trade, that goods after sale 
shall remain in the vendor's order or disposition ina 
bonded warehouse till the purchaser requires them for 
use. The decision in that case was afterwards reversed 
by the Lords Justices (Lx parte Ward, re Causton, 
21 W. R. 115); but on the ground that in that case the 
consent of the true owner had been revoked. The point 
as to the effect of the custom arose again in the same 
bankruptcy on Saturday, in a case in which no question 
of revocation of consent arose, and the Chicf Judge 
adhered to his former decision. | We understand that 
the matter will again be brought before the Court of 
Appeal. We have commeuted on the former decisions, 
ante pp. 63, 82. 


THE roLLow1NG is the list of new Queen’s Cownsel, with 
their respective dates of call :— 

Of the Chancery Bar one member, viz., Mr. Henry 
Mather Jackson, of Lincoln’s-inn (November, 1855). 

Of the Common Law Bar—One member of the Home 
Circuit, Mr. Watkin Williams, of the Inner Temple 
(November, 1854). One member of the Norfolk Circuit, 
Mr. William James Metcalfe, of the Inner Temple (May, 
1845). One member of the North Wales Circuit, Mr. 
Morgan Lloyd, of the Middle Temple (January, 1847). 
One member of the South Wales Circuit, My. James 
William Bowen, of the Middle Temple (January, 1851). 
And one member of the Northern Circuit, Mr. Ralph 
Daniel Makinson Littler, of the Middle ‘Temple (June, 
1857). 

Of the Privy Council Bar—Mr. Thomas Hardwick 
Cowie, of the Middle Temple (November, 1845). 








It is stated that the Lord Mayor has been made 4 
member of the Judicature Commission. 

Unpeservep Pupuiciry.—“A Solicitor,” writing to the 
Times, says :—The other day I was attacked by a motion 
which the party making it knew could not sucesed, and yet 
I saw a reportof my name and what was said against it in 
every newspaper except your own. I had no notice of the 
application, and therefore no chance of refuting the state 
ments made. The object of the applicant, however, was 
answered. He had made an ex parte statement, and had 
secured publication of remarks of judges who had only heard 
one side. Surely, if anything reqnires reform this does. 
The Court of Chancery always requires service of notice of 
motion on the opposite party, so as to give him a chance of 
appearing against it. Why cannot the Common Law 
Courts adopt the same rule, or why,, until it is adopted, 
cannot newspapers allow to an accused, but uncondemned 
and even unheard man fair play ? 
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PAYMENT FOR SHARES EN CASH. 


After slumbering undisturbed for a period of five years 
from its enactment, the 25th section of the Companies 
Act, 1867, was startled into active existence in July of 
last year by the decision of Vice-Chancellor Wickens in 
Cleland’s case (20 W. R. 924, L. R. 14 Eq. 387). The 
stone having Shen once been set rolling the cases have 
followed one another in rapid succession; and no less 
than three cases turning upon this section were recently 
decided by the Court in one week. It is with two only 
of these decisions (reports of which will be found in the 
Weekly Reporter this week), that we propose here to deal; 
the one Fothergét!’s cause, decided by the Full Court of 
Appeal in Chancery ; the other Spargo’s case, decided on 
the following day by the Lords Justices. The section to 
which we have referred enacts, as will be remembered, 
that’ “every share in any company shall be deemed to 
have'been issued and to be held subject to the payment 
of the whole amount thereof in cash, unless the same 
shall have been otherwise determined by a contract duly 
made in writing, and filed with the Registrar of Joint 
Stock Companies at or before the issuc of such shares,” 
The whole question at issue was, what is a "payment in 
cash ? 

The facts of othergill’s case are shortly these—Mr, 
Fothergill, with two other persons, entered into an agree- 
ment for the sale to a trustee-on behalf of a company of 
a mining property, for the working of which the company 
was to be formed. The purchase-money was 420,000, a 
moiety of which sum was to be paid by the allotment to 
the vendors of 5,000 fully paid-up shares of £2 each. Mn. 
Fothergill signed the memorandum of association for 1,000 
shares. The company wasduly formed, the memorandum 
and articles registered, and for our present purpose it may 
be taken, and it was so held by the Court, that the agree- 
ment under which the property was so 1d was duly ‘filed 
in accordance with the provisions of this section. ‘The 
company took possession of fhe mine, and when the 
shares were allotted, 1,575 fully paid-up shares were 
allotted to Fothergill in pursuance of the agreement, and 
for these shares his name was put upon the register. He 
was never registered as the holder of any other shares. 
Subsequently, upon the company going into liquida- 
tion, the official liquidator sought to put him on 
the list as a contributory in respect of the 1,000 shares 
for which he had signed the memorandum, contending 
that he was liable upon these as unpaid shares; and it 
was held by the Master of the Rolls, and his decision 
was affirmed by the Court of Appeal, that Fothergill was 
so liable. Before proceeding to consider this case, it will 
be convenient to state shortly the circumstances of 
Spargo’s case. A licence for one year to work a mine in 
the Stannaries had been granted to two persons, with an 
agreement to grant a lease for twenty-one years ona 
proper list of adventurers being produced by the licensees. 
Spargo 48 up a company to purchase this tes se, OF agTec- 
nent for a lease, on the terms that he should have haif the 
purchase-money. He’signed the memorandum of associa- 
tion for thirty- one shares, and the company was duly 
formed. Afterwards, at a meeting of all the subscribers. 
to the memorandum, a resolution was passed “ that 
£2,176 be credited Mr. Spargo for the lease, &c., of the 
property, and that the same be ~_ out of the share 
capital of the company;” and at the same mecting it 
was resolved that certificates for the thirty-one shares, 
for which he had subscribed the memorandum, and for 
certain other shaves which he had agreed to take, should 
be issued to him. All the shares were registered as fully 
paid up. Under these cire umstances, it was held that 
payment on Spargo’s shares had been made in cash 
within the meaning of the 25th section, and that Spargo 
Was a contributory only in respect of paid-up shares. 

The strong resemblance which at. first appears to 
exist between the circumstances of these two cases, 
resolves itself on a more careful inspection into a 





“lear distinction, ‘The liability ineurred {by a sub- 


scriber to the memorandum of association is clearly 
defined by cases, the more important of which are 
referred to and commented upon by the Lord Chancellor 
in Fothergill’s case, and to which we may add Migotti’s 
case (15 W. R. 731, L. R. 4 Eq. 238), and Forbes and 
Judd’s case (18 W. R. 302, L. R.5 Ch. 270). It is a 
liability to take from the company and to pay a proper 
consideration for the number of shares for which the 
memorandum is subscribed. The provisions of the Com- 
panies Act, 1862, bearing upon this question, and the 
decisiohs upon the point, of course all turn upon this: 
that subscription to the memorandum of association is to 
furnish a guarantee to the creditors that a certain 
minimum amount of capital has been subscribed; 4nd 
therefore no devices can stand, no ingenious contrivances 
sa. be allowed to succeed, by which, as in .Wigotti’s case, 
or in Forbes and Judd’s case, the subscriber to the 
memorandum endeavours to satisfy his liability by taking 
an allotment of shares already accounted for in the books 
of the company as issued in respect of another transac- 
tion. But under the Act of 1862, when the subscriber 
has taken his shares from the company, and paid for 
them, as the homely expression is, “in meal or 
in malt,” then his liability is discharged, and he stands 
relieved from any further liability to take shares under 
that contract. The rule as to payment in kind under 
that Act, is, it is conceived, most correc robs tated by Lord 
Justice Giffard in Re Baylun Hall Colliery Conupany 
(18 W. R. 499, 501, L. R.5 Ch. 346, 354), that “if there 
be a contract of such a nature that on bill filed by the 
conlpany it could not be set aside, a payment for shares 
in kind according to that contract is legal.” 

This, then, being the position of affairs under the Act 
of 1862, what difference is there introduced by the 25th 
section of the Act of 1867, requiring “ payment in cash” ¥ 
The two cases which we are considering give a very con 
clusive answer to this question. First, then, as to 
Fothergill’s case; it will be seen that the proyo:ition for 
which he contenged was practically this—that he being 
liable, in respect of his panne. 0ate 1 to the memorandum 
to pay to the company £2 per share on 1,000 shares, and 
the company being liable to allot him 1,575 shares in 
respect of the purchase of his penn of the property, he 
was entitled to set the one off against the other, that is 
to say, that a liability to make pa iyment of £2,000 in 
cash was satisfied by setting off shares in the company, 
which the company could not lawfully buy, and the 

value of which must have been wholly speeulative. Téwillle 
observed that no question arose as to the balance of the 
purchase-money, which was to be paid in cas hb, for this 
amount was not presently payable. The whole conten- 
tion was that “ payment in cash” could in fact be made 
by payment in shares. It is manifest that to admit such 
a contention would be to let in the very mischief at which 
this section was pointed—it would be to allow the same 
capital to do duty twice over in the purchase of shares. 
If the consideration for purchase of the property is to 
be shares, let that be so, but if these shares are the next 
moment to be treated as cash for the discharge of a 
liability to pay in cash, it is manifest that the purchase- 
money has in fact been paid, not in shares, but in cash. 


The distinetion between this case and Spargo’s case 
The agreement in 
interest in the lease, 
m of £2,176. The 
parties then meet together, and a resolution is first 
passed to credit Spargo with this amount, then follows 
another resolution that certificates should be issued to 


will now be most manifestly evident. 
Spargo’s case was for the sale of his 
not for paid-up shares, but for a 


him fora certain number of shares. Cash payment 
being thus due and presently payable beth on one side 
end the other, the one is set off against the other, and 
the shares are registered as fully paid up. It is manifest 
that to treat this as constituting ayything but a payment 
in cash would involve the absu lity that no such pay- 
ment could be made except by an actual interchange of 
cheques or bank notes. The trve construction of the 
section, as established by this decision, is in fact this :— 
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that anything whick in an action at law would support a 
plea of payment, will be a payment in cash within the 
section. That which would support a plea of accord and 
satisfaction will not be sufficient. But where there is a 
bond fide debt payable in money on the one side, and a 
honda fide liability to pay for shares at once in money on 
the other, and the handing of bank notes by the one 
party and the handing them back by the other, would 
have been a good payment at law, this will be a payment 
in cash within the section. 

It will be seen from these considerations that the ques- 
tion has been much ventilated since Cleland’s case (20 
W. R. 924, L. R. 14 Eq. 387) was decided. The circum- 
stances of that case were peculiar, the allottee of the 
shares haying been a trustee for the person to whom the 
debt was owing, by cancellation of which it was coh- 
tended-that a “payment in cash”’ had been effected. It 
is conceived, however, both on general principles, and 
from expressions in the judgment in that case, that such 
trusteeship cannot affect the general question; and, in 
the light of the, decision of the Court of Appeal in 
Spargo’s case, the authority of Cleland’s case may now 
be doubted. 








THE LAW’S DELAY. 
IV. 

At the conclusion of owr last notice of this question 
we promised * to consider on a subsequent occasion the 
practical effect of the suggestion there made for the 
transfer of causes or proceedings from common law to 
equity, and rice versa, with a view to showing the result 
of the proposed system as applied to actual practice. 

In order to do this it becomes necessary to consider 
the proposed plan, not only with reference to the reformed 
system of procedure, described in our former articles, 
and as part of such reforms—which would be by far the 
most convenient way of introducing the suggested plan 
—but also in connection with the present practice of the 
separate Couits, as well as with what may be reasonably 
anticipated under the system of amalgamation recom- 
mended by the Judicature Commissioners, and attempted 
to be carried into effect by Lord Hatherley’s High Court 
of Justice Bill. 

The cases in which evil consequences are found to flow 
from the existing division of jurisdiction may be con- 
veniently classed under four heads :-— 

Ist. Where a Court of Equity has no jurisdiction to 
entertain the suit, on the ground that the remedy is at 
Law ouly. 

2nd. Where a Court of Equity, having jurisdiction, re- 
fuses to exercise it, on the ground that the more con- 
venient remedy is at Law. 

5rd. Where a plaintiff at Law fails because his remedy 
is equitable only, and 

4th. Where a defendant at Law fails, because his de- 
fence is only available in Equity. To this head are also 
referable cases in which the plaintiff is driven to rely on 
equitable grounds, by way of replication, or in some sub- 
sequent pleading, though the case disclosed by his decla- 
ration wis a purely legal one. , 

Each of these classes may further be sub-divided into 
three cas 

Ist. Where the defect appears by the bill (or declara- 
tion) . 

2nd. Where the defect is shown by some subsequent 
pleading. 

3rd. Where the objection does not appear upon, or is 
not taken by, the pleadings, but is taken by the Court at 
the hearing or trial—or, in the case of an action at law, 
on motion in arrest of judgment, or for judgment non 
olatante veredicto, oy in error. Fach of these cases 
must further be considered with reference to each of the 
three methods of procedure above mentioned. 


1, The c: 


where a bill is filed in Eqnity for a purcly 
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Ante, p- 272. 





legal demand presents but little difficulty, no “matter 
under which of the sub-classes above mentioned it may 
happen to fall. If the defect appear upon the pil 
itself the defendant ought to be bound, before pleading 
in any way, to apply in Chambers, or by motion, for ed 
order transferring the cause to Law. This would, except 
as asaying of expense, have precisely the effect at present 
obtained by demurring to the bill. Upon such applica. 
tion, the order would be that the cause be transferred to 
such one of the Common Law Courts, (or in case of a 
High Court of Justice, to such Common Law division of 
the Court) as the plaintiff should, within a time limited 
by the order, select; and in default of such selection, 
should be dismissed with costs. ‘The costs of that appli. 
cation would, of course, be in the discretion of the 
Court of Equity, which would either make the order with 
or without costs, or declare those costs to be costs in the 
cause ; or finally leave them to be dealt with by the Cowt 
of Law at its discretion. As soon as the cause has been 
transferred it should be open to either party within a 
limited time to apply in Chambers for an order directing 
a repleader, and if such order was made, the plaintiff 
should deliver his declaration, and the action proceed as 
if it had been originally commenced at Law. As in the 
case supposed, the pleadings in Equity would not, have 
gone beyond the bill, this would doubtless be the ordi- 
nary course; but it should be optional for the Judge at 
Chambers, or the Court, to direct the bill to be treated as 
the plaintiff's case, and require the defendant to answer or 
plead to it, as they might think just. There might 
frequently be cases in which it would thus either appear 
that there were no facts in dispute, and the pleadings of 
plaintiff and defendant might be taken as jointly con- 
stituting a special case; or the issues of fact might be so 
narrowed as materially to assist the progress of the 
nase, 

Tf, however, the bill were not open to this objection, 
but yet upon the real facts the plaintiff's demand was 
legal only, the defendant ought to be required to file on 
oath a plea raising the point, such plea not being open 
to any of the technical difficulties in point of form which 
now render it so hazardous to file a plea in equity; and 
the plaintiff should be bound, within a limited time, 
cither to set down the plea for argument or to trayerse it 
on oath. In the former case the Court would decide 
whether the new facts did or not raise a case for ordering 
a transfer, and would, if right, make the order with all 
the consequences described as incident to the former ease, 
save that in this case it would clearly be almost of course 
that the extra costs occasioned by the concealment of 
the defects on the face of the bill should be borne by the 
plaintiff. If, however, the plea were traversed, the Court 
would decide that issue in the first instance, either itself, 
or with the help of a jury, as it might think fit; but this 
is a case which would seldom occur, as the facts which 
would determine whether there is or not exclusive juris 
diction cither at Law or in Equity, must’ in general be 
simple, and cannot often be in dispute. If the defendant 
omit to take cither of the courses above pointed out, and 
proceed to plead or answer in the usual way, it should ne 
longer be open to him to urge any objection founded on 
want of jurisdiction (whether he professes to save the 
benefit of any such objection or not) in any way other 
than the particular proceeding we are about to mention. 
It may happen that, when the pleadings are concluded, 
and the cause at issue, it may appear from the whole 
record that the cause is one which can be tried more 
conveniently at Law than in Equity, or even one which 
cannot properly be tried elsewhere than at Law; and to 
mect such cases, it should be open to cither party, within 
a limited time after the pleadings have been closed, and 
before entering into evidence, to apply for a_ transfer 
on this ground. If the Cowt thinks fit to order 
a transfer, it should be the duty of — the 
plaintiff, within a limited time ,after such — trans 
fer, and before setting down the cause for trial, 
to apply to a Judge in Chambers for directions te 





Was 
»on 
pen 
ich 
and 
me, 
e it 
side 
‘ing 
all 
ase, 
Lrse 
> of 
the 
urt 
elf, 
this 
ich 
ris- 
be 
ant 
and 
no 
on 
the 
her 
jon. 
ed, 
ole 
ore 
ich 
| to 
hin 
ind 
sfer 
ler 
the 
us* 
‘ial, 
, to 


feb. 8,1873. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 287 








settle the issues, if the cause is to be tried before a jury, or 
to make up the record if it is to come before a Judge or 
the Court under the improved procedure already suggested. 
In either caso the Judge should be at liberty either to 
direct a repleader (unless the system of pleading at 
law and in equity shall have been previously assimi- 
lated), or to treat all or any part of the plead- 
ings in Equity as pleadings in the action, or to settle or 
direct the settlement of a special case in accordance with 
those pleadings, or finally, to refer any definite issue or 
issues of fact for trial, reserving the rest of the 
case for argument after the verdict has been obtained. 
If, instead of taking any of these courses, the parties 
allow the case to proceed to hearing in Equity, 
that Court should have complete jurisdiction to determine 
the question whatever it might be, and should be bound 
to determine it, subject only to such right of reference to 
a Court of Law, or a jury, as will be mentioned by-and- 
bye, when we come to discuss the second of the general 
classes first above mentioned. 

In all cases, therefore, which fall under the first class, 
in which a plaintiff now too often finds that his first 
false step—which, after all, is but a mistake as to the par- 
ticular door of the Temple of Justice by which he ought 
to enter—entails an entire loss of his rights, or at any 
rate such ruinous costs as amount to a forfeiture of his 
interest in the matter in dispute, no greater harm could, 
under our proposed system, ever occur than the necessity 
of re-stating, in a somewhat different form, the case on 
which the parties relied; and even this would comparatively 


seldom extend beyond the very simple case of turning | 


the substance of the bill into the form of a declaration. 
2. Passing over for the present the secondclass of cases, 
we proceed to consider the third—those, namely, in 


which the action is brought at Law on a ground only | 


available for relief in Equity. In this case the procedure 
already pointed out for the first class of cases will, 
mutatis mutandis, amply meet every contingency. If the 


defect appear by the declaration, a motion for transfer is | | es : a 
. PMS . . ce ey | y ass Vv > i S$ plea g. e de- 
simply substituted for a demurrer to the declaration ; if it | finally assumed by the plaintiffs pleading. If the de 


do not, the defendant may plead his legal defence, ignoring | 


the plaintiff's equitable right: the plaintiff will then be 
driven either himself to apply for a transfer, or to plead 
an equitable replication, which will reduce the case to the 
fourth class. If on the application of either party an order 
for transfer be made, the defendant should be authorised to 
take out a summons requiring the plaintiff to file a 
“concise statement,’ which should state his case, con- 
sistently with the declaration, in a form to raise the real 
questions between the parties, and thenceforward the 
cause should proceed as if it had been originally com- 
menced in Equity. As in this case there can have been no 
pleadings at Law beyond the declaration and plea, the 
total expense of the improved procedure would be even 
less than would nowbe incwred if the plaintiff were, imme- 
diately upon plea pleaded, to discontinue his action and 
file his bill; and therefore enormously less than the not 
uncommon case of proceeding at Law up to the point of 
judgment against him, and then, in the last resort, 
having recourse to Equity. 

3. The fourth class of cases* is somewhat more compli- 
cated, and will give rise to a little more difference of detail ; 
but it will, we think, be found that in this case also the 
suggested procedure gets rid of all that is anomalous in the 
existing practice at a minimum of loss either of time or 
money, Of course it is impossible ever to provide ais sys- 
tem which will warrant all parties against mistakes of pro- 
cedure, or enable such mistakes to be made absolutely 
without damage. 


In this class of cases the plaintiff is asswmed to have 
an indisputable right to recover at Law, while the de- 





* This class may bo considered solely with reference to the de- 
fendant, because, where it is the case of a plaintiff driven to file 
an equitable replication or surrejoinder, it will not differ in 
effect from that of a defendant having an equitable defence, such 
To cannot, under the existing practice, get the benetit of it 

t Law. 








fendant has nevertheless a good defence, available in 
Equity only. At present his only remeay is to file a bill 
to restrain the action, or to restrain execution if he has 
already allowed judgment to be recovered. The most 
obvious and apparent remedy would simply be to require 
the Court of Law to take cognizance of the defence, but 
this has been found in practice quite inadequate, and be- 
sides it involves the objection, urged in our first article 
against Mr. Harcourt’s propositions, that it deprives us of 
the benefit of specialtes on the Judicial Bench. We 
propose that, in this case, at any stage of the pleadings 
the defendant should be at liberty t> file, on oath, a cor. 
cise statement of the case on which he relies for his da 
fence, and to apply in chambers for an order that the 
plaintiff should answer this case on oath before pleading 
further. On the case and answer coming in it should be 
open to either party to apply for a transfer as before, and 
on the transfer being made, the concise statement and 
answer should be treated as the pleadings in the cause. 
Here, however, a difficulty may often arise which could 
not be met with in any of tke cases we haye hitherto had 
to consider. As this proceeding may take place at any 
stage of the pleadings at Law (and it will be impossible 
to meet every case if this right be restricted) it may 
very well happen that the true position of the parties 
will not appear simply from the concise statement and 
answer, without a due consideration of the previous 
pleadings, which may be very complicated, and will fre- 
quently not be of a nature to be readily adapted to the 
exigencies of Chancery Practice.* To meet this case it 
should be open to the plaintiff to amend his answer to 
the statement in any manner not inconsistent with the 


| case made by his previous pleadings so as to turn it into 


a sufficient bill. This bill would of course disclose a 
mere legal demand, but should not, ‘under the circum. 
stances, be objectionable on that ground; and the cause 
should proceed as if the concise statement of the defen- 
dant had been the answer to an original bill which was 
afterwyards amended so as to bring it into the form 


fendant were satisfied that these pleadings properly 
rsised the issue between the parties the cause would then 
proceed without difficulty; but there is a possible case, 
though not one we think likely to be of frequent occur- 
rence, where some further adjustment of the machinery 
would be found indispensable. It might possibly be that 
the plaintiff's case as originally stated did not admit of 
being treated so simply as we have suggested, and that 
it would be necessary for him, on being turned over to 
Equity, te obtain leave to plead de neve. Even in this 
case the delay and expense would not be greater than it 
would be under the present system, and in every other 
case it would be much less. 

In these cases, as in the first class above mentioned, if 
the cause were allowed to come on for trial without either 
party having applied for a transfer, the Court should be 
competent, and bound, to decide it on the merits as they 
appear (including every consideration cognizable in any 
Court in the country), subject always to such right of 
reference to a Court of Equity at the discretion of the 
Court, as we have already mentioned in the converse case 
of a purely legal case being brought without objection 
before a Court of Equity. 

The consideration of this, the last remaining, class of 
eases, We must reserve for a future number. 








Prof. Dmitri Kachenovsky, a Russian jurist, who was 
well known in this couatry, personally as well as by his 
writings, died at Kharkof on the 2nd of last month A 
translation of one of his numerous works on international 
law, and ether branches of jurisprudence, was published 
here in 1867, under the title of * Prize Law.’ —.f/Aeweua. 

* Of course, if the suggestions of the Judicature Commis- 
sioners, as to the establishment of a uniform system of plead- 
ing, be carried out, this ditticulty will not occur; bat we have 
already pointed out our reasons for not concurring in these 


suggestions. 
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RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
AGREEMENTS IN ResTRAINT OF TRADE. 
Allsopp v. Wheatcroft, V.C.W., 21 W. R. 102. 

In the judgment in Leather Cloth Company v. 
Lorsont (18 W. R. 572; L. R. 9 Eg. 345: commented 
on in 14 8. J. 653), Lord Justice James (then Vice- 
Chancellor) seemed to throw some doubt upon the rule 
generally supposed to have been settled by a long string 
of cases—that a covenant restricting a person from 
carrying on a trade, if unlimited in point of area, is 
invalid. The observations of Vice-Chancellor Wickens, 
in his judgment in Allsopp v. Wheatcroft, will probably 
be considered to have removed this doubt. 

There is a more general requisite which must be fulfilled 
in order to render valid an agreement in restraint of 
trade. It must be reasonable, and one test of its reason- 
ableness is the. question whether the restraint imposed 
is such only as to afford a fair protection to the interests 
of the person in favour of whom it is given, and 
not so iarge to interfere with the interests of the 
public (Horner v. Graves, 7 Bing. 743). The decision in 
Allsopp v. Wheatcroft appears ‘to have been mainly 
based upon this latter ground. The facts of the case, 
shortly : d, were as follows:—A clerk and traveller 
on be dad by Messrs Allsopp signed an agreement 
providing ie should not, during his service, or within 
two years after its termination, procure orders for the 
sale of any Burton ale other than ale brewed by Messrs. 
Allsopp. After remaining in the service of that firm for 
several years as their agent at Chesterfield, the clerk was 
ultimately dismissed. and afterwards, having engaged him- 
self as clerk or traveller to another firm of Burton. 
brewers, he solicited orders for their ale. His former 
employers soaght to restrain him by injunction from pro- 
curing crders for the sale of any Burton ale other than 
that brewed by them during the period of two years from 
the ti 1is dismissal. ‘The Court held, that although 
the defendant might have been reasonably restrained 

aing to the disadvantage of his late employers 
the kucwledge he had obtained of their customers, it 
could not be necessary for the protection of the plaintiffs 
that their late servant should be prohibited from solicit- 
ing orders for the ale of other Burton brewers in “places 
where Purton ale had never been sold or heard of,” and 
the agreement was therefore held to be inoperative, 


as 


Pairvexr Law Awenpment Act, 15 & 16 Vict. ¢. 85— 
Smivar Inventrrion—Prionity. 

he Henry's Patent, L.C., 21 W. R. 233. 

, sections 6 and 9 of the above Act it is provided 
- every applicant for the grant of letters patent shall 
leave a provisional specification or file a complete 
ificati The leaving of a provisional 


ither 
ition, at his option. 
j ion confers nothing more than a right for six 
months from the date of the application to be protected 
inst the consequences of use and publication, and 
does prevent a subsequent applicant from filing a 
: pesification of a similar invention, and cb- 
ters patent for it before the lapse of the six 
In such a case, letters patent will not be 
» the firet applicant for any part of his inven- 
uich is covered by letters patent already granted 
e wibsequent applicant (Butes and Sedgate's case, 
W. KR. 900, . R. 4 Ch. 577), unless there 


has bee ua 
the part of the subsequent applicant, when 
will be granted to the firet applicant, 
i the date of his provisional specification (Ke 
fot and Young's Patent, 19 W. R. 425, i. R. 6 Ch. 
: The filing of a complete specification is declayed 
iifer (section 9) the same powers, rights, and pri- 

for the limited period as letters patent confer. 

he filing of a complete specification does not, ac- 


v to te Henry's Patent (aup.), give the persou 


patent 





filing it priority over an earlier applicant, who has only 
left a provisional specification. 


Ser orr—Circuiry or AcTIoN. 
Best vy. Hill, C.P., 21 W. R. 147. 

A remarkable attempt was made in this case to extend 
the plea of set-off. The deféndant had consigned to the 
plaintiff, as his agent at a foreign port, a cargo for sale, 
The defendant had made advances to the plaintiff on the 
cargo, and had afterwards sold it on the plaintiff's account ; 
but the amount realised by the sale had proved insuffi. 
cient to cover the advances, expenses of sales, and com. 
mission, and the agent now sued for the sum due to him, 
after giving credit to thedefendant for the amount realised, 
The defendant pleaded that the deficiency eued for was 
caused by the plaintiff's negligence in the sale of the 
goods. <As a set-off of unliquidated damages this would 


_ have been obviously a bad plea; but it was attempted 


to support it on equitabie grounds; that attempt, 
however, was entirely met by the case of Mawson y, 
Samuel (Cv. & Ph. 161), which shows that it is by no 
means enough to support an injunction in equity that 
cross Claims arise between the parties out of the transac. 
tion sued upon. It was also attempted to support the 
plea on the ground of circuity of action: but in the case 
of Charles v. Altin (15 C. B. 46), which seems not to have 
been cited, it is laid down that “the rule is plain, as to 
circuity of action, that the sum sought to be recovered 
must be, of necessity, the sum which the defendant is 
entitled to recover back from the plaintiff under the same 
circumstances.” 

It is evident that this was far from being the case 
here; the sum which the defendant would have been 
entitled to vecover from his agent, supposing his 
allegations true, would have been measured by a wholly 
different standard from any standard applicable to any 
portion of the plaintiff's claim. It is scarcely conceiv- 
able how such a defence could have been maintained, 
unless the agent had undertaken that the cargo should 
fetch a sufficient price to cover the advances, expenses, 
and commission sued for. The case affords a good illus- 
tration of the great inconvenience which would attend 
theattempt to extend the rule of set-off to unliquidated 
claims, an attempt which, as was recently pointed out by 
Wiiles, J.. in De Mattos v. Saunders (lu. R. 7 C. P. at p. 
581), is not favoured by any system of jurispradence, 
except within the narrowest limits. Such defences, in 
volving as they often do complicated and difficult inquiries, 
might be inade the means of most vexatious defences 
and unjust delays; and, as often happens, an attempt 
to do compendions justice would reswit in an elaborate 
wrong. 








Lorp Haritertey.—We are glad to learn that the re- 
sult of the operation for cataract that Lord Hatherley under- 
went on Saturday last at the hands of Mr. Bowman was 
successful. 

A Frexcu Law ov Primogenrrure.—The French War 
Minister, General Cissey, has promulgated a curious deci- 
sion in which he has settled the question of the seniority of 
twins in a manner satisfactory to himself, although contrary 
to physiology. It has been established physiologically that 
of twins the later to see the light isthe elder. General 
Cissey has decreed that henceforth the infant which comes 
first into the world shall be considered the elder, and sum- 
moned in that quality toserve in the ranks. Although 
physiologically unfounded, the decision has the merit of 
counting the existence of a man from the moment he first 
appears on earth.—Medical Record. 

Lavies av tut ban.—In Salt Lake City, on the twenty- 
first of September last, Miss Phasbe Couzins and Miss 
Snow, the lalter being daughter of the territorial attorney- 
general, were admitted to the bar. ‘The despatch announe- 
ing the fact says that an address of weleome was delivered 
by Jadge McKean upon the auepicious occasion, and the 
brethren of the profession extended hearty congratulations 
to their now sisters,American Law Review, 
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REVIEWS 


The Vaccination Oficer’s and Public Vaccinator’s Handbook. 
By Water Butiar Ross, Solicitor, Clerk to the Guar- 
dians of the Ipswich Union, &. London: Kuight & Co. 
1873. 

The Vaccination Act, 1871, made an addition to the 
Union officials in the ‘‘ Vaccination Officer,’ whose 
appointment was then for the first time made compulsory 
on the guardians. The duties of this new functicuary are 
to act as registrar of vaccination for the district, to see that 
all children therein are duly vaccinated, and generally to 
carry into effect such of the provisions of the Vaccination 
Acts as are not expressly assigned to other officers. The 
post is not likely to be a sinecure, and as the new Act’ 
bristles over with penalties which the “ vaccination officer’ 
is toenforce, we imagine that he will do well to put himself 
under Mr. Ross's guidance. Not lessimportant is it for the 
medical man who officiates as public vaccinator to ascertain 
his duties and liabilities. Upon all these matters the in- 
structions given in the book appear to be clear and full. 


The City of London Directory for 1873. London: W. H. & 
L. Collingridge. 

This valuable publication has now reached its third 
annual issue, and we note various additions and improve- 
ments. The number of pages has been increased from 
790 to 852, and a clerical directory has been added for the 
first time. The London Newspaper guide, giving the titles 
of the papers, the prices, days of issue, publishers’ names 
and character of news, is, an important feature of this 
work, and will be found of much service to advertisers. 
The information given in the section devoted to public 
companies appears to be very full,and special meution 
should be made of the map, which is very clear and com- 
plete. 








COURTS. 


THE EUROPEAN ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
ARBITRATION,* 
(Before Lord Werstrury.) 
Jaa, 22, —Le the Europran Assurance Society —Thomas 
Brown's cuse. 

Life assurance compoany—Practice—Application to reneve 
‘name from list of contributories—Presence of traisferce of 
shares before the Court—Contract for transfer of shares. 
Where an application is made by a person for the removal of 

his name from the list of contributorics of a company, on the 
ground that he has coutracted for the transfer of his shares to 
sonie other person, the presence before the Court of the alleged 
transferce is necessary ; except ina case where the contract 
between the transferor aid transferee has been duly completed, 
and only sarre formality, which is necessary to give effect to the 
contract, remains to be performed hy the eonpany. 

This was the application of Mr. Thomas Brown to be 
removed from the list of coatributories of the European 
Assurance Society, upon whick his name was entered as 
a holder of ten shares. 

It appeared that Brown, previously to presentation of 
the petition for winding up the Society, executed at Dandee 
in the ordinary Scotch form, a transfer of these ten shares 
toarperson of the name of Dann; the consideration for 
which was stated to be the sum of tenshillings. The laws 
of the society required every transfer of shares to be 
executed on a form supplied by the society, and as this 
had not been done, the directors refused to register the 
transfer to Duan, and Brown’s name thus remained on 
the list of shareholders, Brown alleged that Dann was 
solvent, and a fit person to be admitted as a shareholder 
of the society. 

Upon the case being opened, Lord Westbury raised 
the preliminary objection, that it was necessary that 
Dunn should be present, as it was impossible tor him 
to remove Brown's name from the list of contributories, 
without putting Dunn’s name on in its place. 


* Reported by W. Bousfiold, Iaq., Barristor-at-law, 





Maclachlan, for Prown, urged that there was no necessity 
for the presence of Dunn, on the authority of In re J:int 
Stock Discount Company, Fife’s case, 17 W. R. 978, L. RB. 4, 
Ch. 772, where Giffard, L.J., had removed a transferor 
from the list of contributories without the presence of the 
transferee. 

Cookson appeared for the joint official liquidator of the 
European Assurance Soviety, but was not ca!led upon. 

Lord Westsury said that where a transferee was dead, 
intestate, without personal representative, and leaving 
his estate insulvent, as was shown to be the ease in Fife’s 
case, it would be idle to say that the transferor mast get a 
representative of the insolvent estate, before he could re- 
move his name from the list of contributories. Bus here 
the transferee was alive, and was stated to be solvent. On 
principle, a man who applied to have his name taken off 
the Jist of contributories on the ground that he was not 
the owner of the shares at the time when he was 
put on the list, bat had transferred them to some one 
else, who had thus become his representative, must prove 
those facts, and could only do so by having the alleg d 
transferee in Court to have the facts established against 
him. The case was different, however, in an application 
made to take a nume off the list of contributories, on the 
ground that the contract between the transferor and traas- 
feree of the shares had been duly completed, but that the 
company had not performed some formality, which it was 
requisite for them to do, in order to give fina! effect to the 
contract. Then, as there was no question as to the validity 
of the contract, and as the transfer only required for its 
full consummation the existence of the formality, which 
it was in the power of the company to supoly, it 
would be sufficient for the company alone to bo pre- 
sent at the application. Here, however, the appli- 
cation was founded on a contract, which had not been 
duly completed, which the company altogether disputed, 
and which could not be established unless the person with 
whom the contract was alleged was present as a party. 

He would however give leave for the case to stand over, 
in order that Duna might appear; but if he did uot do s9, 
Brown must pay the costs of this application. 

Solicitors, Mercer v. Mercer; J. P. Hendersm. 

CHANCERY COURT OF LANCASTER. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor Litrte.) 
Jan. 21.—Re the Liverpool Shipbuilding Company 
(Limited), Ex parte Jack 
Winding up of Company—Companies’ det, 1862, 
(sub-section 7)—Cluim for debt due to member of company. 


s, 38 


Upon the purchase of a business by a limtted company it 
was agreed thata certain number of filly paid up si 
should be taken in part payment, and that the balance of t/ 
purchase money should be paid by instalments ; and it was 
provided that the company should pay the vendors taterest 
the shares so taken 
were to be credited, as should be in excess of the sums actually 
called up in respect of the ordinary shares of the company 
Upon a claim by the assignee of @ portion of the shares 
taken, to be allowed interest on the amount with which 
shares were credited in evcess of the sums called up on the 
ordinary shares, 

Held, that this claim must be postponed until after pay- 
ment in full of the general creditors. 


upon so much of theamount with which 


The Liverpool Shipbnilding Company (Limited) was 
formed in 1865 for the purchase of the business of Jones, 
Quiggin, and Co., shipbuilders, with a nominal capital of 
£300,000 in 30,000 shares. The vendors were to receive 
£20,000 for the goodwill, and the rest of the property was 
to be valued. Payment was to be made by 5,000 paid-ap 
shares of £10 each, and the balance by instalments. 
Clause 11 provided that the company should pay the 
vendors interest at 5 per cent, upon so mach of the amount 
with which the shares so taken and held by them were 
to be respectively credited, as should for the time being 
be in excess of the sums actually called up iu respect of 
the ordinary shares of the company. It was on the opera. 
tion of this clause that the decision turned. Mr. Jack 
beoame the owner of 2,988 of the 5,000 so allotted .o the 
vendors; and he claimed to be allowed interest ou the 
amount with which his shaves were credited, in exvess of 





290 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


Feb, 8, 1873, 





een cr 





the sums called up on the ordinary shares, which never 
exceeded £3 per share. 

W. F. Rvbinson and G. 7. Duncan, for the liquidators of 
the company, and J/, M. Jackson, for Messrs, James Jack, 
Rollo & Co. 

The Vicr-CHANCELLOR, after stating the facts, proceeded 
to refer to the 7th subsection of the 38th section of the 
Companies Act, providing “No sum due to any member 
of a company, in his character of a member, by way 
of dividends, profits, or otherwise, shall be deemed to 
be a debt of the company payable to such member in case 
of competition between himself and any other creditor, not 
being a member of the company.’ The section theu 
continues, “ But any such sum may be taken into account 
for the purpose of the final adjustment of the rights of the 
contributories amongst themselves.’ Mr. Jack’s counsel 
contended that the interest on the shares was a debt due 
from the company, though called interest, just as much 
as that part of the purchase-money which was to be paid 
by cash instalments, and that the securing of this 
benefit to the vendors in the method adopted, that is, by 
way of treating it as interest on their paid-up shares, was 
adopted with a view to facilitating the dealing with it by 


way of subdivision and transmission to third persons, along | 
and together with the shares themselves, to which it was | 


made an adjunct. It was then argued that the provision 
of the Act of Parliament to which I have referred has 
no application to exclude Mr. Jack’s claim of proof in 
sect of this so-called interest ; first, because (as it was 

p ) the interest was secured to the vendors not 

in their character of members of, but in that of 
vendors to, the company ; and, secondly, because even if it 
was secured to them ir their character of members, still it 
it was contended! a debt due to them in res- 

ds or profits, or upon any account of a simi- 

therefore (as it was contended) 
luded from proof by the subsection in question. This 
fi Mr. Jack’s rights in the 


>; and was not 


founded, 
ntest had been vested in him as the transferee 
lors’ shares ; therefore the question 
t ascertaining what would have been 
f they had not transferred the 


nt was not well 


shares 
mem- 
to the 


of the 


In that case, following the analogy of 


bt due 


fron. a company, any de 


Cr WUSE 


under the operation 


» postponed until after the payment of 


reditors in fall. The costs of both parties 
to be paid out of the estate. 
* the liquidators, Ducan, Mill & Parkins 

, Rollo & Co., Dodge & Phipps 


QUEEN’S BENCH. 
tice CockuurNn and Justices Mernor and 
Att rine. 


red for a rule calling upon an 


: ee 2 
van, £5. .7é an 


how cause why he should not be struck off 


of the Court. It appeared from an affidavit made 
ipholsterer, that he had Jet furniture to the 
£750, toa lady renting a house in Bloomsbury, 
June, 1572, this lady owed two 
audlord, the Jandlord’s solicitor had 


sh he might get the furniture into 


am 1 


when, in 
t to her 
: lady was allowed to remove her own 
from upon the condition that she 
» to the landlord’s solicitor the receipt for her 
r from Michaelmas, 1871, tou Christmas, 
licitor to distrain upon the furniture for 
ut when only two quarters were dae, 

aving then giventhe upholsterer to under- 
hat his furniture would not be condemned 

ne 30, proceeded on the 29th to condemn and 
the farnitur and on that day, when the upholsterer 
came to the « vor to pay him the rent and to recover 
h’s goods, he found they had been already sold. He after- 
wards discovered that the broker who had been put into 
ad bought the furniture in the name of a 
ho had never heard of the matter, and whose 
a Taive are being liquidated in bankruptcy. The upholsterer 
then tendered £109, to redeem hia goods, but the tender 
was refused, aud his furniture was carried to some auctiou- 


the house 
- ul 
i 


posse ion } 


person w 





| as Official Principal of the Court of Arches. 
| ments of the office are derived from fees. 


| beneath the dignity of advocates. 


| from insult, as the ablest 
| are treated with proper courtesy the administration of 





rooms. The solicitor followed them, and bargained with 
the auctioneer for 2} per cent. as a commission, and 
received a cheque for £20, on account. The cheque wag 
made out to the order of the person who was supposed to 
have bought the goods; it was handed to the broker, who 
endorsed the name of the supposed buyer, and the cheque 
was then cashed by the solicitor. In spite of a further 
tender of £114 by the upholsterer, the whole of the furni. 
ture, valued at £700, was sold a day or two afterwards by 
auction, and realized £145, and a cheque for the amount 
having been made out in the same way as the former One, 
was endorsed in the same way, and the proceeds taken by 
the solicitor. In this way the upholsterer stated that he 
had been deprived of his property, and obtained no part 
of the proceeds Upon proof by affidavit of these facts, 
The Covuxr granted a rule nisi 





APPOINTMENTS. 


eee 





Sir R. Puirtmiors has been sworn in before the Arch. 
bishop of Canterbury, at Lambeth Palace, as Master of the 
Faculties, a post vacant by the death of Dr. Lushington, 
by whom the office was retained when he resigned the 
Judgeship of the Court of Admiralty and the appointment 
The emolu- 


Mr, Cnartes Harwoop Charke has been appointed 
Chief Clerk in Chancery by Vice-Chancellor Bacon, on the 
retirement of Mr. Leman. My. Clarke was admitted in 1844, 

Mr. Wituram Tuomas Massry, of 8, Bedford-row, has 
been appointed a Commissioner for taking allidavits in the 
Supreme Court of South Australia. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 
Court JuDGE3 


AND SOLICITORS, 


County 

t must not be supposed that remarks like those 
made by Mr. Lefroy, the County Court Judge of Cireuit 55, 
upon the conduct of Mr. Jolliffe, an attoruey, are uocom- 
mon. With some judges, both great and small, it seems to 
be a luxury to have at an attorney. I have myself been 
ordered peremptorily to sit down ‘or no other reason than 
because I had sueceeded, while advocating my client’s 
cause, in refuting arguments of my opponent. At the 
bar the position of an advocate is a protection against the 
tyranny of the bench, and the consequence is you never 
lear any bullied without his giving the judge a 
sharp repartee. is preserves a reciprocity of courtesy. 
Some of the County Court Judges, however, seem to look 
down upon solicitors as altogether inferior beings, quite 
We are entitled while 
acting as advocates—even though it be, I venture to say, 
for ourselves—to as much respect, and as much immunity 
member of the bar. Unless we 


Os, ' 
pir, 


yarriscer 


justice itself will be brought into tho dirt, It is quitea 
pleasure to go before a man who knows how to act with the 
becoming dignity of a judge, however stern or strict, but 
there are judges for whose decisions in my favour I always 
come away thankless. A poor lawyer’s clerk at Judges’ 
Chambers before the Lord Chief Justice or in the Committees 
room before noble lords, generally receives more courtesy 
than a solicitor does from a County Court Jadge. 

I may add that as a rule those judges are the most 
courteous who have previously had the largest practiee as 
advocates, A Sonicrror, 

London, I'eb. 1, 





The Lord Chief Justice of England, having declined a 
peerage, has accepted ithe Grand Cross of the Bath. 

New Lecat Memuens.—On the reassembling of the House 
of Commons on Thursday, the following members be- 


| longing to the legul profession took the oaths and their 


seats :—-Mr. Holker, Q.C., for Preston, in the room of Sir 
t. G. Uesketh, deceased; and Mr. C. ..Lewis for Derry, 
in the room of Mr. Dowse, now a Baron of the Ivish Court 
of Exchequer, 
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PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 

Feb. 6. —The Arbitrators’ Rules in the Alabama Case.— 
The Lord Chancellor repudiated the notion that the Arbitra- 
tors’ Rules introduced any new principles of international 
Jaw which we need consider generally binding on us. We 
did not go before them to submit abstract questions of law, 
and, therefore, could not be Sound by any propositions 
they had chosen to lay down in explaining their decision. 
It would probably suit both the Americans and ourselves to 
come to an ageement respectingthe Rules ; and if, on our 
doth jointly submitting them to other Powers, any of 
those Powers declined to accept them, they would be none 
the less binding on the contracting parties. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Feb. 6.—Zhe Arbitrators’ Rules.—Mr. Gladstone, after 
discussing at length the three ‘‘New Rules,’ contended 
that while they had not prejudiced us before the arbitra- 
tors inany way, their acceptance must be favourable to 
the permanent interests of this country. These “ Rules” 


had been communicated to foreign Powers, but as yet no | 


i os 


definitive answer had been received. 





THE JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE OF 
LORDS. 
The first list of appeals for the present session has just 


been published, from which it appears that they are 36 in | 


number. Of these ten are from the Euglish Court of 
Chancery, eight from the English Court of Exchequer 
Chamber (in two of which the Judges of the Common Law 
Courts will be called in to ist their Lordships), two 
from tie Divorce Court, three from the Irish Court of 
Chancery, two from the Irish Court of Exchequer Chamber, 
and 11 from the Court of Session in Scotland. Only two 
causes, one from the Hoglish Court of Chancery and one 
from the Court of Session, stand over for judgment. One 
from the Nuglish Court of Exchequer Chamber stand over 
for the Judges to deliver their opinions on the questions of 
law propounded to them by their Lordships, and one from 
the Irish Court of Chancery has been partly heard. 
following are the names of the cases and the order in 


which they will be taken, except where convenience may | 
otherwise require :—M' Murray v. the Union Bank of Scot- | 
land (Scotland)—The Attorney General v. the Wax Chand. | 


(Chancery, England)—(Judges) Bain 
Pothergill and another (in error) (Ex- 
chequer Chamber, England)—Gowans vy. Christie 
another, ex to Agnes Mossman or Christie 
(Scotland)—Giles and wife v. Melsom and others (in 


lers’ Company 
and another y. 


parte as 


error) (Exchequer Chamber, Hngland)—The Tat! Vale | 


Railway Company v. Macnabb et al. (in error) (Exchequer 
Chamber, England)—Earl Beauchamp v. Winn (Chancery, 


England)—Mlliot et al. v. Powell and another (Chancery, | 


England)—The Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Com- 
pany v. Gidlow (appeal upon a case stated by the parties) 
(Exchequer Chamber, England)—Henderson et al. v. 


Andrew (Scotland)—Lamilton v. Lindsey-Bucknall et al. 


(Scotland)-—Charles Laftitte and Company (Limited), by | 


the Oflicial Liquidators vy. Laffitte (Chancery, England)— 
Browne et al. v. W. M’Clintock et al. (Chancery, 
Ireland)—Brown et al. v. J. A. M’Clintock 
et al, (Chancery, [reland)—Hilliard — v. hlitte 
(Chancery, [roland)-— The Imperial Mercantile 
Credit Association (Limited) v. Coleman and 
another (Chancery, Hugland)—Glendonwyn vy. Sir R. G. 
Gordon, Bart., and another (Scotland)— Hill and another 
v. Crook and another (by their next friend) (Chancery, 
England)-——-Weguelin et al. vy. Cellier and another (Chan- 
cery, England)—(Judges) Sir Charles Mordaunt, Bart., v 
Sir Thomas Moncreitlo, Bart., as Guardian ad litem of 
Lady Mordaunt (Divorce Court, England)—Mackintosh y. 
Mackintosh et al. (Scotland)—Grant and another v. Myers 
(natter of respondent’s petition reserved) (Scotland) 

(Judges) Saxby and another vy. Clunes and another (appeal 
upon acase stated by the parties) (Exchequer Chamber, 
England)—John ‘Towle and Company v. White et al. 
(Chancery, Hngland, Bankraptey)—-Manstield (falsely 
<alled Cuno, y. Cuno) ev parle (Divorce Court, England) 

‘Watson and Company v. Shanklaud et al., ex parto (Scot- 





' disposed of by Whitsuntide, two clear 
| left in which to hear any appeals which may 


The | 


and | 


| went before a magistrate, who ordered the) 





Right Honourable Sir G. H. Seymour 

Sir Richard Wallace (appeal upon a case stated 
by the parties) (Exchequer Chamber, Ireland)—The 
Rev. J. Allen (pauper) v. the Bishop of Glouces- 
ter et al. (in error) (Exchequer Chamber, England) 
— Bridges y. the North London Railivay Company (appeal 
upon a case stated) (Exchequer Chamber, England)—The 
Attorney-General v. the Mayor, &c., of Cambridge and an- 
other (Chancery, England)—the Rev. L. S. Dudman v. 
Vigar (in error) (Exchequer Chamber, England)— Sir W. S. 
Forbes and another v. the Honourable C. J. R. Trefusis 
aud another (matter of respondent's petition reserved) 
(Scotland)—the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana and another 
v. the First National Bank of New Orleans et al. (Chan- 
cery, England)—The Cork Distilleries Company (Limited) v. 
the Great Southern and Western Railway Company (in 
error) (Exchequer Chamber, Ireland)—The Glasgow and 
South-Western Railway Company v. the Caledonian Rail- 
way Company, ex parte (Scotland). In Part Heard.— 
Becher v. Downing (Chancery, Ireland). Causes Fally 
Heard.—Ranking et al. v. Potter et al. (appeal upon a case 
stated by the parties ; questions put to the Judges, July 
1872) (Exchequer Chamber, England)—Paterson y. 
M’Leod (Seotland)—Murray et al. v. Bush and another, 
as to L. H. Evans (Chancery, England), The 


Vv. 


Cx parte 


seven claims of peerage depending are—The Mar Peer- 
| age, the <Airth Peerage, the Beaumont Peerage (prece- 
| dency), the Borthwick Peerage (precedency), the Zouche 
Peerage (precedency), the Belhaven and Stenton Peerage, 
and the Chesterfield Peerage. 
Law Reform to be introdu¢ 
t is worthy of notice 


In view of the promised 
din the course of 
number of causes 
nrecedentedly 

ig ia the course 
y, they will be 

uths being thus 
be presented 

has been laid 
» their Lord- 

} spect of an 
a sum considerally less than 
‘rom plaint to 
vere was just 


measures of 
the Session, that 


j 
standing for hearing by their Lordships 
small, that they were all set out for he 


of last Session, and that, in all probabi 


during the present Sessson. Much sti 
upon the expense attendant upon an appe 
ships; but, in fact, the total fees payable i 
app aldo not exceed £20, 
would have to be paid in the County Con 
execution in an action where the amount 
under £50.-- Zines. 

Marker Overt.—A curious question on th’'s subject was 
raised in the case of Mortiner vy. Pilt, heard in the Court of 
Queen’s Bench on Welneslay A horss, which be- 
longed to the defendant, was turned out by him on a 
common near Birmingham, from which it straye 1, and was 
found by some boys, who took it to the keeper of the pound, 
who impounded it as lost. It was then advertised and cried 
by the town bellman, but no one claimed it, and it was 
sold by auction at the Birmingham Llorse-market. The 
purchaser sold it again, and after several intermediate sales 
it was bought by the plaintiff. As he was driving it home 
through the street, th endant met him and e’asimed the 
horse, which the plaintiff refused to give up. The parties 

to be ziven 

phis right in 
htanl tried 

» plaintiff, 


last. 


up to the defendant, leaving the plait 
an action, and this action was accordi 
at Shrewsbury Assizes, when the jury fi 
but the defendant applied to enter a nonsuit, on the ground 
that the statute, 51 Eliz. ¢. 12, required that to divest the 
real owner of his property in a horse, even when sold in a 


| market, certain formalities must be gone through, which 
| had not been done in the present case. 


[he juiges with- 
out calling on the other side granted a rule absointe to enter 
a nonsuit, on the ground that the statute 2 and 3 Philip and 
Mary, ec. 7, was passed to prevent horse stealins, and to 
protect owners when horses were * thievishly stoler,” but 
this statute not being found suflicient another staute, 3t 
liz. ¢. 12, was passed, ‘for a farther remedy in that be- 
half,” and provided that no person should in any fair or 
miurket, sellfany horse” without going through the for- 
malities prescribed in both statutes, under a penalty, and 
that ull sales without such formalities should be void. No 
doubt such formalities never were observed in fact, but 
those who purchased horses without them must risk the 
consequences, ‘The effect of the statute was to take horses 
out of the general protection given hy law to things sold in 
market overt. 
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SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


THE BARRISTERS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

On Monday last a meeting of members of the Bar in- 
terested in the formation of this association was held in 
the hall of the Middle Temple, under the presidency of the 
Attorney-General. It will be remembered that at tke 
previous meeting held in the same place, it was resolved 
that an association, to be called “The Barristers’ Benevo- 
lent Association,’ should be formed for the purpose of 
affording assistance or relief to necessitous and deserving 
members of the Par, advecates, certificated special plead- 
ers and conveyancers, and to the widows and children of 
the same, and that, for the purpose of forming such an 
associalion, a committee be appointed to prepare and 
settle rules and regulations for the management of the 
Association, to open lists for and receive donations and sub- 
scriptions, and to do all other acts necessary or expedient 
for the formaiion of the Association, A xumber of 
gentlemen, representing boih the Common Law and Equity 
sides of the Bar, and all the circnits, were appointed as 
a committee. Tha meeting held on Monday last was 
called to consider the report of this committee, and the 
rules prepared by them for adoption. Thereport was read 
and adopted, and it was referred to a committce to open 
lists and receive donations and subscriptions, and do all 
acis necessary or expedient for the formation of the Asso- 
ciation— ineluding the appointment of a committee of 
management, trustees and other officers. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





An annual member may at any time constitute himself g 
life member by increasing his current year’s subscription 
to the sum of twenty guineas. 


Annual subscriptions. 


9, Annual subscriptions shall be payable in advance, 
and shall date from January 1, or July 1, in each year, 
according as the election of the aunual member shall be 
before one or other of those dates respectively. And every 
annual member, whose subscription shal! be two years in 
arrear, neglecting to pay such arrears within one calendar 
month after notice in writing from the secretary, shall 
cease to be a member of the Association. 


Trustees. 

10. The property and funds of the Association, when 
invested, shall be invested in the names of four trustees, 
members of the Association; and when any vacancy arises 
by death, termination of membership, resignation, or other 
cause, it shall be filled up at the mext annual general 
meeting, and the remaining trustees shall, immediately 
after his appointment, transfer all property and funds of 
the Association into the names of themselves and the new 
trustee. ; 

11. The trustees shall from time to time pay over the 
capital and income arising from the property of or belong. 
ing to the Association to or permit the same to be received 
by, the committee of management for the time being, 
as such committee may direct, and the direction of the 


| committee of management for the time being shall be 


The following rules were adopted as the rules and regu- | 
| payment. 


lations of the Association :— 


Name and constitwtion. 

1. This Association shall be called “ The Barristers’ 
Benevolent Association,’ and shall consist of donors and 
subscribers, who are or have been barristers cr members 
of any of the four Inns of Court in England, 


' Object. 

2. The object of the Association is to afford assistance to 
necessitous and deserving members of the English Bar, 
special pleaders and.conveyancers, their widows and 
children. 

Capital and income. 

3. The funds of the Association shall be derived from 
voluntary donations and subscriptions, and bequests. 

4, All donations and bequests shall (unless special direc- 
tions respecting the application thereof be given by the 
respective donors) be, in the discretion of the committee of 
managen ent, applicable either to ferm or increase the 
capital of the association or available for affording 
assistance to the persons eligible to receive the same. 

5. All annual sabscriptions and all dividends and 
interest arising from capital shall be considered as income, 
and shaJ] be applicable (if and as required) to the objects 
of the Association mentioned in rule 2, and to the pay- 
ment of necessary charges and expenses. 

6. The accumulations of income, unexpended donations 
and bequests (if any), which may arise from year to year 
after payment of all sach sums as the committee of 
management shall appropriate to the objects of the 
Association, and after the payment of the other charges 
and liabilities of the Association, shall be added to capital, 
and be invested as the said commtttee may in their 
discretion direct. 

7. The committee of management may whenever, in 
their opinion, an urgent necessity for so doing exists, 
resort to the capital for funds to be applied to any of 
the objecis of the Association mentioned in rule 2; 
provided that no such application of capital shall be 
made without a resolution of the committee of manage- 
meut passed at a meeting specially convened for that 
purpose, at which meeting not less than twelve members 
of the committee of mavagement shall be present. 


Members’ subscriptions. 

8. Members of the Association shall have the option of 
becoming life or annual members. A payment of twenty 
guineas or upwards (on admission) shall constitute a life 
member, aud an snnua! subscription (in advance) of one 
guinea or upwards shal! constitute an annual member. 





a sufficient authority to tho trustees for making such 


Connrittee of management. Their constitution and 


mode of election. 
12. The Association shal! be under the managemeut of 
a committee to be called “the committee of manage. 
meut,’’ consisting of twenty members of the Association, 
and composed as follows:—The Attorney-General and 
Solicitor-General for the time being ev officio, and eighteen 
ordinary members, of whom six shall be Queen’s Counsel 


| or Serjeants-at-Law, and the remaining twelve shall be 


members of the outer bar, special pleaders, or convey- 
ancers. ‘I'he committee of management shall in the first 
instance be appointed by the general cemmittee, 
constituted at the meeting of the Bar on the 3rd February, 


; and shail afterwards be elected annually at the annual 


general meeting. 

13. The committee of management shall prepare and 
cause to be issued tothe members of the Association, one 
week at least before each annual general meeting, a list of 
eighteen persons as provided by rule 12, eligible and 
willing to serve on the committee of management for the 
ensuing year. 


Functions and duties of committee of management. 


14. The committee of management shall elect a chair- 
man and deputy-chaiman, who shal! preside at their meet- 
ings, and in the absence of such chairman or deputy-chair- 
man, the Attorney-Generai or Solicitor-General (if pre- 
sent), or the senior member present at the commencement 
of the meeting, shall act as chairman pro fe. 

15. The comniittee of management shall have the power 
to admit members ; engage offices; appoint a secretary and 
other officers and servants, and remove the same; fix the 
remuneration to be paid to, and the services to be per- 
formed by, such officers and servants respectively ; make 
such orders and regulations for the management of the 
association (not inconsistent with these rules) as they may 
deem expedient ; direct the investment of and contro] anc 
distribute the funds; decide on all applications for relief 
and the amount and mode of affording it, according to the 
the circumstances of the case and the person to be relieved ; 
order payments and sign cheques on the account of the 
Agsociation at the bankers mentioned in rule 21, such 
cheques to be signed by the chairman for the time being, 
and one other member of the committee present at the 
meeting at which the said cheques are ordered to be 
signed, and counter signed by the secretary ; give receipts. 
for ali moneys, or delegate this last-mentioned power from 
time to time to such person or person as they may think 
fit ; and generally conduct the busin of the Association. 
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Vacancies in committee—how to be filled. 

16. In the event of the death, resignation, or inability to 
act of any member of the committee of management, the 
committee shall elect another member to supply the 
yacancy until the next annual general meeting. 


Metings of committee of management. 

17. The ordinary meetings of the committee of manage- 
ment shall be held at the offices of the Association 
once a month, on such day as the committee of manage- 
ment may think fit. Any two members of the committee 
of management may at any time require the secretary to 
convene an extraordinary meeting of the committee of 
management, and the secretary shall convene the same ac- 
cordingly, by notice, stating the object of the meeting, 
which notice shall be sent to each member of the committee 
of management at least forty-eight hours before the time 
appointed for holding the same. Three members of the 
committee of managament shall form a quorum, and in the 
case of equality in voting ihe chairman for the time being 
shall have a second vote. 


Annual general meetings. 

18. The annual general meeting of the Association shall 
be held in the hall of one of the Inns of Court, on a con- 
venient day between the lstand 1ldth days of February, of 
which notice shall be screened, during the previous Hilary, 
Term, in each of the libraries and halls of the Inns of Court ; 
and notice of such meeting shall also be given by adver- 
tisement in such of the legal newspapers as the committee 
of management may direct, at least seven days previous 
to the time appointed for holding such annual general 
meeting. And at such meetings a report of the committee 
of management shall be presented, containing the names 
of all the members and contributors to the Association, a 
statement of the number and amounts of all the grants 
made and assistance afforded during the past year, up to 
and inclusive of December 31, and of the general state of 
the funds on the last-named day ; but in such report the 
names of applicants for, and of the recipients of, assistance 
rendered by the Association shall not be stated or pub- 
lished ; the accounts of the Association shall be produced 
with the report of the auditors thereon ; and the com- 
mittee of management for the eusuing year shall be elected 
in accordance with rules 12 and 13. 


Auditors. 

19. At the aunual general meeting two members of the 
Association, not being trustees or members of the com- 
mittee of management, shall be appointed auditors of the 
accounts for the ensuing year, 

20. The auditors shall go out of office at the annual 
genera! meeting next after their appoiniment ; but shall be 
re-eligible. 

Bankers. 

21. The uninvested funds of the Association shall be 
kept in the name of the Association at a banker's to be se- 
lected by the committee of management, who may draw 
cheques on the same, as directed in rule 16, All sumsre- 
ceived on account of the Association shall be lodged with 
thebankers. The first bankers shall be the London and 
Westminster Bank (Temple Bar Branch). 


Revocation ov alteration of rules. 

22. The rules of the Association may, from time to time 
be revoked or altered, or new rules may be made, at any 
annual general meeting consisting of not less than twenty - 
eight members, by the vote of not less than three-fourths 
of the members present. But notice of any motion for 
such revocation, alteration, or new rules, must be given to 
the *secretary at least one month before the meeting, 
who, in the notices summoning the meeting, pro- 
vided in rule 18, shall state that an alteration of the 
rules is contemplated. 

Notices. 
a All notices required by these rules may be sent by 
st. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 
The usual monthly mecting of the Board of Directors of 
this association took place at the Law Institution in Chan. 





cery Lane on Thursday the 6th inst., the following 
directors being present :— Mr. Desborough (Chairman), 
Mr. Carpenter, Mr. Drew, Mr. Finch, Mr. Hedger, Mr. 
Kelly, Mr. Nisbet, Mr. Sidney Smith, Mr. Styan, and Mr, 
Boodle (Secretary). 

Three non-members’ families were relieved, two new 
members were elected, the Secretary reported that he had 
recieved two donatious—one of £100, from Charles Kaye 
Freshfield, Esq., a member, and one of the trustees of the 
association, and the other of £50, from Mrs. Clarke, the 
widow of Edward Palmer Clarke, Esq., a solicitor, formerly 
practising at Wymondham, Norfolk; and other generat 
business was transacted. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this asoociation was held at the Law Institution, London, 
on Wednesday, February 5, Mr. Edwin Hedger in the 
chair. The other directors present were—Messrs. Brook, 
Burton, Monckton, Rickman, Roscoe, Torr, and Velsy (Mr. 
Hiffe secretary). A sum of £105 was expended in grants 
of relief to the necessitous widows and families of deceased 
sclicitors. Nine new members were admitted to the 
association, and other general business was transacted. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s Inn Hal! 
on Wednesday, the 5th February, 1873, Mr. Mozley in the 
chair. Mr. Wingfield opened the subject for the evening's 
debate, viz. :—‘‘ A devise of freeholds of inheritance to A. 
for life, and after his death to his children, who, either 
before or after his death shall attain twenty-one, is not an 
execuiory but a contingent devise (Hayes and Jarman on 
Wills.)’’ The motion was carried xen con. 


oe 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of this society on Tuesday last (Mr. A. 
G. Harvie in the chair), the question discussed was No. 
510 Legal :—‘‘ A woman during atreaty of marriage which 
was afterwards solemnized, made a settlement of the pro- 
perty, without tho knowledge of her intended husband, 
upon her children by a former marriage. Will the meri- 
torious nature of tbe settlement be a sufficient answer to a 
bill to set it aside ?’’ Mr. Nicholls (for Mr. Webb) opened 
the debate on the affirmative side, but it was ultimately 
decided in the negative. 








OBITUARY. 
SERJEANT BELLASIS. 

This learned gentleman died on the 24th of January, 
after a comparatively short illness, at Hyeres, where he 
had a winter residence. He was in his 73rd year at the 
time of his death, and bad retired abont seven years ago 
from practice. During the palmy days of the Parliamentary 
bar he was well kuown as one of the leading counsel. He 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 1823, and 
was made serjeant in 1844, 





Mr. Justice Archibald, avd Mr. Baron Pollock have 
received the honour of Knighthood. 

TrraL py Jury mn Rvss1a.—The Russian World publishes 
an article on law reform in Russia, including the intro- 
duction of trial by jury, from which it appears that a jury 
is subject to some evils not usually looked for in the ‘* box 
of peers.” It seems,a witness appeared to give evidence 
in a case on trial at Simbirsk, and on leaving the court, 
found that his great coat had been removed from the yesti- 
bule. After some investigation, it turned out that a juror 
had purloined it, and pawned it at an inn for his dinner. 
It is not to be wondered at that Russian juries have proved 
very lenient with thieves and rascals, for “ a fellow-feeling,”” 
etc. Butitis suggested by the World that peasants be 
excluded from the panel, unless they are specially recom- 
mended for the same.—Albany Law Journals 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


NAMES OF GENTLEMEN WHO PASSED THE FINAL 
EXAMINATION. 


Himary Term, 1873. 


Addison, Geo. Aden Had- 
derton 
Allen, Harry Read 
Annesley, Arthur 
Biscoe 
Artindale, Edwd. James 
Austin, Edwd. Jas., B.A. 
Bagshawe, Benjamin 
Banks, Richard 
Barker, Wm. 
Barnard, Geo. Wm. Girling 
Barnes, John O’ Neale 
Baylis, Thos. Whitmore 
Bean, Wm. Hy. Rodbard 
Bonner, John Henry 
Brown, Thos. 
Buckell, Wm. Tucker: Way 
Burder, Edward John 
Byfield, Geo. Dickinson 
Carrick, Wm. John 
Cartwright, Wm. Thos 
Cawker, Thos. Garpant 
Chapman, John 
Christmas, Harry Wm. 
Clark, Wm. Salmon 
Clarke, Samuel 
Clar} Jas. Nicholson 
Clift, Frederic, B.A. 
Clifton, Wm. Comyns 
Cockshott, John James 
Cooper, Samuel Thos. 
Corbett, Henry 
Cordwell, Fredk. George 
Cox, George, jun. 
Crowdy, Edw: 
Damant, 


Francis 


Deane, Cl } 

Deck, Hy. Raglax 

Dixon, Wm, Vibart 

Elam, Wim. 

Elliott, Louis Mudge 
Eliis,, Walter Lima Joel 
Faithfull, Rd. Chamberlain 
Farlow, Chas. Paas 

I id Wm. 


k, John Thos. Hut- 


edk. 
Jhas, Hy. 
Garthwaite, Guess 
Gaunt, Jo 


Geddes, Wr 


3, Thos. Penson 
Sortain 


, Fredk. 
Nic 


las, LL.B. 


dg} inson, Enc 
Howard, Henry 
Hull, Edward 
Hunter, Chas. Kdward 
Huntriss, Edward 
Ingle, Thos, 


James, Francis 

Kelly, John Birch 
Kenyon, George, jun. 
Kingston, Samuel Thos. 
Kirkby, Harry 

Lambert, Patrick 

Layton, Chas. Edwd. 

Lea, Geo. Charles 

Loftos, Thos 

Low, Groeme McArthur 
Maydwell, Rd. Lockwood 
Meachen, Geo. Buck, B.A. 
Mercer, Cecil John 
Metcalfe, Gilbert 

Morris, Hy. Meeson 
Nash, Andrew John 
Nicholson, Edwd. Joseph 
Nicol, Henry, B.A. 
Norris, Anthony John 
Paddock, Wm. Webb 
Paley, Wm. Wilson 
Parrington, Hy. Roberts 
Pemberton, Busick Edmonds 
Pittis, Richd. Roach 
Poole, Hugh Ruscombe 
Pope, Jas. Samuel 

Porter, Joseph 

Pringle, Edwd. Rigg 
Reed, Herbert Parker 
Rickards, Arthur Torriano 
Robinson, Jas. Wallace 
Round, Herbert Thos., B.A. 
Sadler, Ralph Stanley 
Saxelby, Herbert 

Saxon, Wm. John 

Saxton, Percy 

Scoles, Joseph 

Shaw, Thos. 

Shepherd, Algernon Hy. 


Sheppard, Chas, A. Fawcett | 


th, Wim. 

Soames, Danl. Robert 
Staples, John James 
Stevens, Chas. Richd. 
Stopher, Wm. 
Sutcliffe, John 
Sweetland, Wm. 
Taylor, Adolphus 

wood, B.A. 
Thomas, Alfred Jas. 
Thompson, John 
Tonkin, Frank'in Wm. 
Toogood,Fredk, Baruch, B.A. 
Trigg, Thos. Haddon 
Ward, Theodore Hy. 
Webb, Geo. 
Webster, Arthur 
Weston Edwd, 
Weyman, Hy. Thos. 
White, Thos. Edwin 
Whitfield, Wm. Hy. 
Whitmore, Jas. Morrah 
Williams, John Herbert 
Witty, Rd. James 
Wooler, Edwd. 
Woolley, Alfd, Edwd. 
Worssam. Arthur Geo, 
Wrack, Wm. Bagaley 


Grim- 


BOARD OF EXAMINERS. 


On Juri 


Fn i’ 
On Constitutional Law 
Collett Sandars, Esq. 
’ ! 


and 


isprudence, including International Law, Public 
nd Private, and the Roman Civil Law.—Frederic Harrison, | 


Legal History.—Thomas 


On Equity.—Edward Fry, Esq., Q.C. 

On Common Law.—J. R. Bulwer, Esq., Q.C. 

Henry Matthews, Esq., Q.C. 

On Real and Personal Property.—John Shapter, Esq, 
QC. 


HILARY EDUCATIONAL TERM, 1873. 
Scnueme or LECTURES AND CLASSES. 
Subjects, Professors, and Tutors. 
Jurisprudence, including International Law, Public and 

Private—Roiman Civil Law—and Constitutional Law and 

Legal History. 

Professor.—Sheldon Amos, Esq 
the Middle Temple Hall. 

Tutor in Jurisprudence, including International Law— 
Public and Private.—Alexander Henry, Esq. Classes held 
in the Middle Temple Hall. 

Tutor in Roman Civil Law.—William A. Hunter, Esq. 
Classes held in the Middle Temple Hall. 

Tutor in Constitutional Law and Legal History.—Class 
held in the Benchers’ Reading Room, Middle Temple Hall, 

Equity. 

Professor.—Andrew Thomson, 
delivered in Lincoln’s Inn Hall. 

Tutors.—Wm. Charles Harvey, Esy., Classes held in the 
Benchers’ Reading Room, Lincoln’s Inn Hall. 

Henry Wm. May, Esq. Classes held in the Benchers’ 
Reading Room, Lincoln’s Inn Hall. 


Lectures delivered in 


Esy., LL.D. Lectures 


The Law of Real and Personal Property. 
Professor and Tutor.—Frederick Prideaux, Esq. 
; delivered and Classes held in Gray’s Inn Hall. 

Tutor.—Jokn Bradley Dyne, Esq. Class held in the- 
| North Library, Gray’s Inn Hall. 





Lectures 


The Common Law. 
| Professor—Herbert Broom, Esq., LL.D, I 
| livered in the Inner Temple Hall. 
Tutors.—John Houston, Esq. 
Reading Room, Middle Temple. 
David Lyell, Esq., LL.D. 
| Temple Hall. 
' Maurice Powell, Esq. Ch 
| Hall. 
Hindu andl Hahommedan Law, and the Laws in foree in 
British India. 
Professor and Tutor.—John Bruce Norton, Esq. Lectures 
delivered in the MilUe Temple Hall. Class held in the 
Benchers’ Reading loom, Middle ‘Temple. 


vectures de- 
Class held in the Benchers’ 


Class held in the Inner 


ss held in the Middle Temple 


3ARNSTAPLE MUNICIPAL ELECTION PETITION. 

The following is a copy of the certificate to the Court 
of Common Pleas of the Barrister before whom this Peti- 
tion was heard :— 

“ The Corrupt Practices (Municipal Elections) Act, 1872. 

Barnstaple.—At the Court for the trial of the Election 
Petition for the Borough of Barnstaple, between Charles 
Crassweller and others, Petitioners, and William Avery, 
Joseph Edwin Baylis, and James Ratcliffe, Respondents, 
held on the 10th day of January, 1873, and several days 
following, before me, Robert John Biron, Esq., one of the 
barristers appointed for the trial of Municipal Mlection 
Petitions in England, pursuant to the Act of the 35 & 36 
Vict. cap. 61, I, R. J. Biron, Esy., determined as follows, 
namely : 

That the said William Avery, Joseph Edwin Baylis and 
James Ratcliffe, whose election and return were complained 
of, were not duly elected or returned. 

That no corrupt practices were proved to have been 
committed by or with the knowledge or consent of any 
candidate. 

That the election of the said William Avery, Joseph 
Edwin Baylis and James Ratcliffe was void, because they, 
by their agents, were guilty of bribery at the said election, 

That the costs were to be paid by the respondents with 
certain exceptions, viz.— 

Costs not allowed to Edward Draper, Tbomas Bushen, 
James Kidwell, Henry Badcock, or James Radford, for 
their evidence, 

Costs not a!lowed to petitioners of witnesses in support 
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of the charge of bribery against Joseph Edwin Baylis, it 
having failed. 

Costs not allowed of witnesses called to support the 
charges of treating at the Union Inn and the Bodega Inn. 

Costs not allowed to respondents in repelling the charge 
of personal bribery, nor to petitioners in endeavouring to 
prove personal bribery. 

I also determine— 

That the said James Crassweller, one of the said peti- 


tioners, was duly elected a member of the town council of | 


the said borough, twenty-five bribed votes having been 
struck off the l'st, and thereby giving him a majority of 
seven votes. R. J. Biron.” 

With his certificate the barrister also transmitted to the 
Court a special report (pursuant to 35 & 36 Vict. c. 60, s. 
15, sub-s. 5), specifying the names of seventy-two voters 
who had been found guilty of corrupt practices at the last 
election. 

Sixty-two persons were proved to have received bribes, 
nine to have bribed, and one to have been guilty of corrupt 
treating. 








THE ATTORNEYS AND SOLICITORS ACY. 


We quote the following from the Law Magazine aul 
Review :—“ We hear some talk of an amendment being 
made in the Attorneys and Solicitors Act of 1860, 23 & 24 
Vict. c. 127, which will correct a great anomaly in its 
provisions. By section 2 of that Act it is enacted, that ‘any 
person having taken the degree of B.A. or LL.B. in the 
university of Oxford, Cambridge, Dublin, Darham or 
London, and who at any time after having 
taken such degree, and either before or after the passing 


ofthis Act, has been bound or has duly served under | 
articles of clerkship to a practising attorney or solicitor for | 


the term of three years ; and where any person has before 
the passing of this Act, and at any time after having taken 
such degree, been bound as aforesaid for five years, he may, 
after having du’y served three vears of such term, in such 
manner as would have been required if he had been bound 


for three ycars only, and having becn examined and sworn | 


as aforesaid, and with the consent in writing of the attorney 


or solicitor to whom he may be bound, to the immediate | 


determination of his articles of clerkship, be admitted and 
enrolled as an attorney or solicitor.’ At first sight it would 
almost appear that the Legislature intended the effect of the 


last clause of the above section to be, that a clerk, who at | 
any time be‘ore the passing of the Act, or at any time after, | 


obtuined one of the degrees mentioned, should, with the 


consent of the attorney to whom he is articled, be entitled | 


toa determination of his articles at the end of three years. 
But this interpretation has not been adopted, and certainly 
the words scarcely bear it, whatever the intention may 
have been. The propesed amendment is intended to extend 
the privilege of a two years’ reduction of service to any 
person who obtains one of the legal degrees mentioned in 
the Act, alter entering into articles. We do not suppose 
that there can be any difference of opinion about the justice 
or the expediency of this amendment. ‘The difficulty of 
odtaining the London legal degree is well known, and can- 
not be better attested than by the number of candidates 
annually rejected. Though the class of students who 
present tliemselyes for examination is very good, being 
drawn equally from those intending to be barristers, and 
those intending to be solicitors, yet the annual number of 
the plucked is usually either equal to or greater than the 
successful candidates. This year, for example, thirty-nine 
candidates presented themsel vrs for examination, and of these 
¢ighteen only have passed. This great slaughter is caused 
by the genuine difficulty of the examination papers. They 
are both long and difficult, more so, indeed, than in any of 
the Oxford legal examinations ; and the subjects embraced 
are numerous. Besides, the examiners vigorously insist on 
good answers being given, not only in each, but in every 
subject. No excellence, however great in one subject, 
makes up for a falling short of the standard required for 
qualification in another subject. It will be evident that 
these requirements are far from light on looking at the 
formidable list of subjects for examination. Take, for 
example, the second LL.B. examination, which comprises 
the Law of Contraets ; Law of Torts; Nature and Origin 
ef Equity Javisprudence; Equity as applied to ‘Trust, 
Mortgages, Traud, and Mistakes; Origin and History of 
Tenures, Uses, Estates, and Merger ; History and Present 








State of the Law of Entail ; Law and Principles cf Evidence ; 
History of Roman Law to the time of Justinian, together 
with a portion of the Digest. Surely one who can pass a 
severe examination on these subjects is competent to take 
upon himself the duties of an attorney, so far as knowledge 
of law is concerned. As to knowledge of practice, the In- 
corporated Law Scciety must, of course—as it does at 
present in those cases where the clerks have the B.A. degree 
of certain universities, and who, therefore, have to obtain 
all their knowledge of laws, as well as of practice, in three 
years—take care that it is not neglected. There will also 
be an additional safeguard, if the consent of the attorney to 
whom the clerk is articled, as well as a certificate of his 
clerk’s diligent attendance at his office, be required before 
allowing the determination of the articles.” 





= 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 
Last Quoratson, Feb. 7, 1873. 

3 per Cent, Consuls, 923 Annuities, April, ”85 9} 

Ditto for Accoant, Wir. 6, 924 Do. (Red Sea T.) Ang. 1y08 183 
3 per Cent. Reduced $23 Ex Bills, £1900, — per Ct. par 
New 3 per Cent., 923 Ditto, £509, Do —par 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, "94 Nitto, £190 & £200, —par 
D>. 24 per Cont., Jan. 94 Bank of England Stock, 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 Ct. (last nalf-year) 2419 
Annuities, Jan, 80 — Ditto for Account, 


1} per 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
(ndiaStk.,10}pCt.Apr.74,205 | Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 __ 
Ditto for Aecount. — Ditto,5$ per Cent.,May,'79 103 
Vitto 5 per Cout.,July,’80 109 Ditto Debentures, per Cente, 
Ditto for Account, — April,’64— , 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Ocs. "83 194} Do.Do, 5 per Cent.,Aug.’73 101 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4per Ct., £1000 
Jitto Mnfaced Ppr.,t per Cent.90, Dittc, ditto, under £100 

RAILWAY SLOCK. 
ing Prices. 


— 5 


Railways. 


Bristol and Exet 

Caledonian 

Giasgo'v and South -Wes 
¢ Great Eastern Ordinary 
« Great Nortl 

Do., A Stock*..... 

Great Southern 
k Great Wes 

Lancashire and Yorksh 

London, Brighton, and s* 

London, Chatham, and Dover... .........-seeveres 

London and North-Western 

Loadon and South Western... 

Manchester, Shettield, and Lincela 

Metropolitan 


! Westera ot 
all 


1—Or 


100 
100 
it ) 
100 
100 
100 
100 


North British 
North Eastern.,...... 
Stock North London .. 
Stock North Staffordshire 
Stock 8 

Stock 


Stock 
Stock 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid te B. 
Monry¥ Marker anb Ciry INTELLIGENDE: 

No reduction has been made in the rate of discount, but 
the Bank reserve is stated to be larger than it was at the 
same time last year, when the rate of discount was 3 per 
cent. A large amount of gold from Australia is expected 
next month. At the close of last week and the commence- 
ment ot the present week railway stocks were in active 
demand at a decided advance, but a very sudden reaction 
occurred on Monday afternoon, and the decline continued 
until Thursday. ‘The cause is staied to be apprehension 
that the state of the weather will interfere with the traffic, 
and also a fear that the increasing price of coal will ulti- 
mately seriously aifect the dividends. Disappointment 
was also occasioned by the announcement of the Midland 
dividend at the rate of 7} per cent. per annum. There 
was some activity in the market for foreign securities at 
the beginning of the week, and the statements in the 
Queen’s Speech with reference to the Indo-Russiau ques- 
tion have contributed to strengthen the market. 

At the meeting of the London and County Bank held on 
‘Thursday, the report, which was adopted, stated that for 
the half-year ending the 3lst December last the net 
profits amounted to £104,813 Ys. Gd.; this sum, added to 
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£10, 634 lls. 10d. brought from the last account, produces 
a total of £115,478 1s. 4d. A dividend of six per cent., 


with a bonus of four per cent., 


both free of income-tax, 


which will amount to £100,000, was declared, and leaving 
£541 13s. 4d. as a reserve to meet interest accrued on new 
shares, and £14,936 8s. to be carried forward to profit and 


loss new account. 


The present d.vidend and bonus, added 


to the June payment, will make 20 per cent for the year 
1872. The dividend and bonus, together £2 per share, 
will be payable at the head- office, or at any of the 
branches, on and after Monday, the 17th inst. 








COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY, 
Srrrincs AFTER Hinary Term, 1873. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Linccln’s Inn, 
Saturdy.,Feb. 8 
Monday.... : Appeals, 
Tuesday 


editor | 


Thursday .. 
Friday 
Saturday 
Monday ... 
Tuesday .. 
WwW ee 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturé BY oe 
Monday . 


2 { Ae. mtng., petns., 
(& apps. 


5 ‘ 
oO peed Se 
SauTKew we 


-» Apes utns. S$ apps. 
Appeals. 
.- App mtns. & apps. 


Satrdy. Mar. Appeals. 


Mond: ay 


Ww ednesday y. 
Thursday .. 
Friday 
Saturday 
Monday ... 
Tuesday 
Wednesday. 


..App mtns, & apps. 


ppeals, 


. App. mtns.& app:. 


Appeals. 


Tuesday . 
Salisaiies ay .19? 
Thursday ..20 
Friday. ey 
Saturday ..22 > Appeals. 
Monday vee e 2d 


, App.mtns., petns., 
' & appeals. 


ueh days as his Lordship 
i be engaged in the House 
of Lords are excepted. 


LORDS JUSTICES. 
Lincoln's Inn. 
Petns. in lunacy 
& app petiiions. 
Appeals. 
. App. mtns. & apps: 
13 - Appeals, 
.Bkt. apps. & apps. 
16 me: Petns. in lunacy 
| & app. petas. 
VW i} Appeais. 
Wednesd: y.. . App. mtns. & apps. 
Thursday .. 2. - Appea!s. 
Friday ....2 21..Bkt. apps. & apps 


: Petns. in lunacy 
ay 22 
ahaer : a petitions 
onda; 


Saturdy Feb. 8 
Monday .. or a 
Tuesday... 
Wednesi ay . 
— oe 
Friday 
Saturday 


Monday 
Tuesde 


25 

y .26, aes mins, & apps. 
Thursday oars Appeals. 
Friday . Bt. apps. & apps. 
7 Petns. in lunacy 
Satsdy., Mar. | ¢and appl. petns, 
Monday « e a Appeals. 
Wednesday . 5.. App. mtns. & apps, 
Thursday .. 6., Appeals. 
7..Bkt. apps. & app 
SateiRanr Petns. in iunaey 
Saturday and appl. petns. 
Monday .... 
Tuesday .... i ; Appeals. 
Wednesday .12,, 


App. mtns, & apps. 
Thursday 


18, Appeaie, 


| Fridays... 11... Bkt. apps. & apps 


Petns. in lunacy 
+15 and app.)etns. ~ 
Monday ....17) 5 3 


Tuesday....18 Appeals, 
Wednesday .19.. App. mtns, & apps. 
Thursday ..20.. Appeals, 

Friday .,..21..Bkt. apps. & apps 
a 2 Petitns. in lunac 
Saturday ..22 {Tea appl. petns, ' 
Monday ... 24 


Tuesday . 2.225 5} Appeals. 


' Notice.—The days (if any) on 
which the Lords Justices shal! be 
engaged in the Full Court or at 
the Judicial Comunittee of the 
Privy Council, are excepted. 


Saturday 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS, 
Ciiancery-lane. 


| Satardy.,¥eb.e { Je, First Seat-— 


Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Monday ....10 
Tuesday ....11 
Wednesday .12 
i ces The Second Seal.— 
Thursday stuf oem & gen. pa. 
Friday......14.. General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
adj. sums., and 
sen. pa. 


General paper. 


| Saturday oo 


Tuesday ....18 
Wednesday .19 


Thursday ..20 
Friday 


General paper. 


The Third Seal.— 
Mtns & gen. pa. 
+eee21,.General paper. 
Ptns., sht. caus., 
adj. sums., and 
general paper. 


| Monday, ‘S 
3 


‘aes irday . 


Tuesday ....25 
Wednesday .26 


Thursday ..27 


| Monday coecdd - 
General paper. 
The FourthSeal — 
Mins. & yen. pa. 
. General paper. 
Petns., sht. causes, 
Satrdy., Mar. 12adj. sums., and 
ell paper. 


F riday......28, 


Monday.... 3 
Tuesday.... 4 
Wednesday . 5 
an The Fifth Seal.— 
Thursday .. 6 { Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday....+e 7,,.General paper. 
Ptns., sht. causes 
Saturday .. 8{adj. sums., and 
general paper, 


General paper. 


Monday ....10 
Tuesday ....11 
Wednesday 12 
The Sixth Seal.— 
Thursday ..13 { Mtns. & gen. pu. 
Friday...++.14,,General pxper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..1) {ai sums., and 
general paper. 


General paper. 


' Monday «+2617 
Tuesday..e. 34 


Wednesday. 

The SeventhSeal — 
| Thursday ..20 Mtns. & gen, pa. 
Friday ....21,.General paper. 

Petns., shit. caus., 
Saturday ..22{adj. sums., and 

* (general paper. 


| General paper, 


General paper. 


Monday.... 24 
Tuesday ...-25 
N.b.—Unopposed petitions must be 
presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 


| Saturday ..15 { 





on which it is intended they y | 
should be heard ; and any causes | 
intended to be heard as short | 
causes must be so marked the | 
least one clear day before at! 
same can be put in the paper to 
be so heard. | 


V.C. Sin RICHARD MALINS. 
Lincoln’s Ins. | 


’ gf The First Seal.— 
Saturdy.,Feb.3 { Mtns, & gen. pa. 
Monday ....10 


Tuesday....11 Gereral paper. 
Wednesday 12 

. TheSecondSeal.— | 
Thursday ..13 Mtns. & gen. pa. | 
Friday ....14..Petns, & gen. pa. 
3, : . fSht. causes, adj. | 
Saturday ..15 eal & gen. pa. 
Monday «+017 
Tuesday ....18 ? General paper. 
Wednesday .19 


The Third $2al.—- | 
Thursday -20f Stine. gen, pa. | 
Friday ....21..Petns. & gen. pa. 


» § Short causes, adj. | 
Saturday ..22 ora & gen. pa. 
Monday ....24 


Tuesday ... 235 General paper. 
Wednesday .26 

The FourthS al. — 
Therefay ..97 { Mtns. & gen, pa. | 
Friday ....23 


etns. & gen. pa. 
Satrdy. Mar. 1 Short causes, adj. 
Monday .... 3 


sums,, & gen. pa. 

Tuesday .....4$ General paper. | 
Wednesday . 5 

ay .. 6 The Fifth Seal.— 

Thursday : { Mtns. & gen. papt 

Friday...e+e 7,.Ptns. & gen. pa. | 


’ > .,.9/Sht. causes, a‘j. | 
Saturday ol & gen. pi. | 
Monday ....10 


Tuesday...) General paper. | 
Wednesday . | 
The Sixth Seal.— | 
Thursday ..15 Mtns.& gen pa. | 
Friday ..--14,. pins. & Gen. Pa. 
ay 5 §Sht. caus, adj: 
Saturday apes a. & gen. pa. | 
Monlay ....17 
Tuesday ....18 ? General paper. 
Wednesday .19 
TheSeventh Seal— | 


Thursday 20 Lats & gen. pa. 
Friday ...-2!..Petna. & Gen. Lt 

= Sht. causes, adj. 
Saturday 22 | Sas & gen. pa. 
Monday ....24) 


Tueslay neers} 
N.B.—Any Causes intended to be 
heard as Short Causes, mast be 
so marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in she | 
Paper to be so heard. 


Genera’ paper. 


V.C. Sir JAMES BACON, 
Lincoln's Inn. 
The First Seal.— | 
Saturdy. ,Febs, Mtns, & adj. sums 
Monday ...10,.In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday ....11] 
Wednesday .12) wes rt | 
1¢ Second Seal. — 
Thursday .-13 lim & adj. sums. 
Friday ....14..General paper. | 
Petns., slit. caus., | 
& general paper 
Monday ....17..In Bankruptcy, | 
Tuosday....'8 
Wednesday .19 
( The Third Seal.— 


Thursday ..20 U Mtns. & adj. sums 
Friday ..+-.21 ee paper. 

“ > § Petns., shit, causes, 
Saturday ..22 } & gen: pa. | 
Monday ....24..In Bankruptey. 
Tuesday....25 
Ww oaneeday. “26 


Thursday ..27 


General paper, 


5} General paper. | 
The Fourth Seal. — | 
Mtns. & adj. sum. 


Friday ....23., General paper, 
Ptns., sht. caus, | 


Saturdy.,Mar.i {ke yen. 54. 
Monday.... 3..[n Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday.... 

Wednené sy. 5 7 General ores 

1 The Fifth Seal.- 
Thureday .. Mtns. & adj. sams, | 
Friday .... 7 Mins. paper 


m Petns., sht. caus, | 
Saturday .. # Leueien | 


| Saturday . 


Thursday --20 f 
| Friday 
| Satueday ..22 { Petns., sht. causes, 


Satnrdy.,Feb.3 


SatarJay 


| Saturday 


| Monday, ... 34 
4 


| Friday,..+ 


| 
| Saturday 


| Tharsday .. 


| Friday ..+.21 


Monday ....10..In Renkraptag.” 
Tuesday....11 G 
Wednesday .12 § Feneral paper. 
The Sixth Sea}, 
Thursday ..13 Mts., & adj. sims, 
Friday ....14. -General paper, 
Ib ( Petns., she. Caus,, 
& general Paper, 
ewer bor Bankruptcy, 
Tuesday 
Wednesday .! ia General paper. 
The Seventh§eal— 
Mtns. & adj. sums 
++ee21.. General paper, 


& general paper, 


Monday ....24..1n Bankruptey, 


Tuesday ...25, ‘General Paper, 


| N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be. 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


V. Cc. Str JOUN WIC KENS, 
Lincoln's Inn, 
The First Seal,— 
Mtas., Adj. sums,, 
gen paper, 


, Monday ....1) 
| Tuesday ....Il Genera! paper, 


Wednesday .12 
The Second Sea), ~ 


| Thursday at adj. sums, & 


General paper, 
7 ida Petns., adj. suns, 
Friday .+..14 pee paper,” 
Bt pe ort causes, aij, 
suns, & gen. pa, 
| Monday ....17 


| Tuesday ....13 a Generai paper, 
19 


Wednesday 


7 


Toe Third Seal,— 


| Thursday ..20 ) Mtns. adj. sui ns, 


& general paper, 
Petns., adj, suas . 
and gen. pa. 

Shit. caus., aij, 
sums., & gen, pa 


eveedl 


Friday 


22 
| Monday ....24 
| Tuesday ....25 > General paper, 
Wednesday 26 


The FourthSeal,-~ 


| Tharsday ..27 {tos aj. Suna, 


° on Paper. 

Friday ‘ etns., adj. sums, 

| Friday......23 and gen, pa. 

| Satrly, Mar. (sums, Caus., adj., 

sums,, & gen. pa. 

Tuesday,... General paper, 

| Wednesday . 5) 

{ The Fifth Seal.— 

Mtns., adj. sums , 
& gen, pt. 

Petos., adj. sums, 

& Gen. pa. 

Short a aij, 

Sums., & gen. pa. 


Taursday .. 


| Tuesday...ell 
Wednesday .12 


General paper. 


The Sixth Szal,— 
Mtns., adj. suius, 
& gea. pi. 
Petns , adj. sums, 
and general paper 
Sht, causes, ad), 
sums, %& gen, pa. 


af 
~T 
| Monday... ‘< 10 | 
: 
at 


Friday 


Saturday ..15 


| Monday ....17 


Tuesday... mt General paper, 
Wednesday .19 
TheSeventh Seal— 
Thursday ..20 Mtns., adj. sams, 
& gen. paper, 

Petns, adj. sums. 

& general paper. 

‘ 9) | Sht. caus., adj. 

Saturday ..22 sume, & gen, pa. 

io Ae Ht Genera) paper, 

N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 

No chuse, motion for decree, or 
further consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 
marked to stand over ifit shall be 
within twelye of the last cause or 
matter in ‘the printed paper of 
the day for hearing. 
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COURT OF CHANCERY. 
CAUSE LIST. 
Sittings after Hilary Term, 1873. 
Before the LonpD CHANCELLOR and Lorps Justices. 
Appeals, 


(1872.) 
Harrison v Harrison R.—13 
Aug appl. from order on f 0 
to be mentioned 


(1873.) 
Earl of Aylesford v Morris 
*  W.—14 Jan 


Yates v University College, 
London B.—15 Jan 

Kemp v Tucker M.—20 Jan 
Goose v Bedford R.—20 Jan 
Piercy v Fynuey R.—25 Jan 
Bell v Barnett B.—27 Jan 
Walker v French —1 Feb 
Christie v Christie M.—4 Feb 


Before the MASTER OF THE ROLLs. 
Causes, §c. 


Sharpe v St Paulo (Brazilian) 
Ry. Co. (limd.) demr. of 
deft. Brunlees 

Hay v Bates cause, witns 
(day to be fixed) 

Vickers v McEwen c 

Miller v Miller m fd witns 
before examiner. V.C.W. 

Clowes v Hogg cause, witns 
day to be fixed. 3. M. 

Gilly Holge ferevived 13 
Feb 

Nutting v Thomas cause. 
wits V.C.W. 17 Feb 

McGarel v Moon 
V.C.M. 10 Feb 

Patrick v Gye m fd 
before examiner. V. 

Hotham v Swithinbank 
V.C.W 


witns 
mfd 


Henrich v Henshaw m fd 
V.C.M. 

Fison v Packard mfd V.C.M. 

Goatly v Healey m f d 
V.C.M. 

Masterman v Chapman m fd 
v 


Ingoldby_ v Riley m f ad 
V.C.M 


Hay v Huggins mf d V.C.M. 
wits before examiner 

Riley v Mallard m f d 
V.C.M 


Milward v Redditch Local 
Board of Health mfd 
V.C.M,. 

Dobree v Waters m f d 
V.C.W. 

Smith v Matthews ¢ V.C.M. 

Cates v Cluzet c V.C.M. 

Cooper v Whitham cause, wits 
12 Feb 

Burton v Gray 
19 Feb 

Bower v Hague m fd 

Dallas v Walls mfd 

Penaluna v Edwards fc 

Capper v Dunley c 

— v Grime, Rigby v Rigby 
c 


cause, wits 


Payne v Rigg fe 
Ayre v Proms md 
Delves vy Cripps md 
Porter vy Porter fc 
Steadman v Hunt md 
Nichols v Hill fc 
Langlands v Stone fe 
In re Webb's Estates 
Webb v Jones f co 
Sumas. to vary 
Tanner vy Holman md 
Eagles v Lo Breton fc 
Haywood v Reese fc 
Whitbourn vy Wye md 
Smith v Mogford md 
Elmer v Elmer fc 
In ve Clark’s Estate and Clark 
v Clark fc. poetn., and 
sumns for costs 
Stecle vy Mullins m d 
Borgman vy Mote m a (not 
before 13 Feb.) 
Shorland v Bertram fc 
Johustone v Blake fe 
Freebury y Freebury ¢ 


and 
and 


In re C. L. Pragnall’s Estate, 
Cleverly v Cleverly Cleverly v 
Cleverly fe 
Corser v Cartwright md 
Morgan vy Griffiths m d 
In re Rhodes’ Estate, Fraser v 
Renton fe 
Bothamley v Sherson md 
Harding v Tucker fe 
Radelyffe v Radclyffe md 
Fenton v Fenton fe 
Russell v Russell fe 
Farle v Groom ¢ 
Haigh v Haigh fe 
Grove v Grove md 
Grove v Snowden fe 
Fowler v Smith md 
Coventry v Buchanan 
Bird vy Grout fe 
Gardner v Maffey c 
Sutton v Sutton fe 
Butler v Butler se 
Cockerton v Langmead fc 
Bell v Nelson md and petn. 
Brown v Grey fe 
Lawrence v Shipway md 
Sherratt v Mountford fc 
Perfect v Leslie fc 
Boyle v Sawyer m d witns. 
before examiner ‘ 
Slark v Dakyns md 
Keatesv The Holywell Ry. Co. 
c, with witns. (day to be 
fixed) 
Yeatman v Becken fe 
Simmonds v Pitt. md 
Moulden vy Blackburn ec 


md 


In re .. B. Williams's Estate, 
and Williams v Cuthbert fc 
Ridgway v Ridgway c 
Cailard vy Hanham fe 
Marrack v Baker mfd 
Inre Wm. Simpson’s Estate, 
and Freeman v Simpson fc 
The Birkenhead Amalgamated 
Brewery Co. (limd.) v As- 
pinall mfd 
Raine v Raine fe 
Ballinger v Philipps 
wits (day to be fixed) 
Twist v Herbert mfd 
Saltmarsh v Hardy mfd 
Morgan v Gronow fc 
Potter v Duffield mfd 
Bilson v Crofts mfd 
Pothergill v Baghott 
Warton v Bishop fe 
Walters v Woodbridge mid 
Stevenson y Hooper fe 
Taylor v Taylor m fd 
James v Love fe 
Rowley, Bart., v Lofft fe 
Borrell v Barr  caure, 
confesso against sole deft 
Cooper v Godfrey mfd 
The Governesses’ Benevolent 
lnstitution v Klugh omfd 
(short) 
Wilkinson v Gowans mfd 
Rymer v Rymer mf d (short) 
Farror v St Catherine's College 
Cambridge fc 
Hilliard v Pulford 
Pinder v Barlow 


cause, 


mfd 


pro 


mfd 
mfd 





Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Ricoarp Mats. 
Causes, §c. 


The New Sombrero Phosphate 
Cov Baron Erlanger demr 
of deft R. J. Maedonald 

Loder v Eldridge demr 

Church v Tamvaco md, with 
wits by order 17 Feb 

City Discount C». (Limited & 

educed’) v Cooper c¢, with 
wits 10 Feb 

Hill v Wilson 
19 Feb 

@tdney v Sidney c, with wits 
26 Feb 


ce, with wits 


e 

Williams v Oulton md wits 
before examiner 

Clfarlwood v Cornelius ¢ with 
witns (day to be fixed) 

Smith v Buller md 

Halev Adams fc and 2 sums 

Buchanan v Cadell c, with wits 
(day to be fixed) 

British & American Telegraph 
Co. (Limited) v Colquhoun, 
Bart. m 4d, wits before 
examr 

Trade Auxiliary Co. (Limited) 
v Vickers md 

Wright v Gabriel md 
tokes v Jennings m 
transferred from M 
order) 

Denny v Morris 
trausferred from 
order 

Smart v Walsh spc 

Smart v Bremner sp ¢ 

Bide v Harrison spc 

Ashby v Sedgwick case on ap- 
peal from Watford County 
Court 

Maxwell v Maxwell md 

Caldicott v Smith (Satchwell v 
Smith) md 

Bealegy Atchley c¢ 

Unitef Land Co, limd, v 
Great Eastern Ry. Co. md 

Davies v Howells md 

Prescott v Barker spc 

Maynard v Eaton’ c, wit 
(day to be fixed) 

Melrose vy Mounsey ¢ 

Raggett v Findlater m d (tot 
before 22 Feb) 

Douglas v Shearburn 
17 Feb 

Lloyd v Jones m d 

Thomas v Aaron fc 

Saunders v Knight-Bruce md 

Wood v White fe 

Fray v Jones c 

Pidsley v Pidsley ec 

Hawks v Longridge spc 

Countess of Egremont v 
Thompson fe 

Gent v Williams fe 

Hanson v Leighton md 

Sheard v Sheard md 

Harvey v Horry md, wits be- 

fore examiner 

Smith v Truscott md 

Curtis v Bristol Port & Chan- 
nel Dock Co. md 

Ayorst v Jenkins md 

Godfery v D’Avigdor md 

Jackson vy Adams md 

Rutherford v Scott fe 

Tickle v Kelsall -f¢ 

Pooley v Foster, Bart., cause 
wits (day to be fixed) 

Cope v Evans fe 

Hards v King cause, with 
witnesses (day to be fixed) 

Digby v Ward mad 

Grover v Foster, Bart fe & 
sumns to vary 

Freke v Lord Carbery md 

The Nowgong Tea Co. of 
Assam, limd., (by Official 
Liquidator) v Barry c 


d (re- 
R by 


m d (re- 


M R by 


md 


Candy v Candy md (re-trans- 
ferred from M R by order) 
Croaker v Standing md 
Newbolt v Wright fe 
Simey v Edwards md 
Hunt v Ingledew m d 
Moxon v Payne c, with wits, 
1L Feb 
Fortune vy Thompson e and 
sumns. wits (day to be fixed) 
Beckerley v Beckerley 
Innesv Mathias md 
Wilts & Berks Canal Naviga- 
tion Co., v Swindon Water 
Works Co, limited m 
Talbot v Bentley fe 
Francis vy Wade fe 
Burgess v Bennett md 
Fane v Fane c 
Boatwright v Boatwright ¢ 
Alexander v Gage fc 
Perren v Russell md 
Rickards v Arabia f ¢ and 
sumns 
Marler vy Tommas md 
Chambers v Saffery md 
Scott v Laver md 
Lewis v Musgrove md 
Hamilton v Nott c 
Neal v Pearce md 
Power v Williams m d 
Trethewy v Helyar md 
Halwen v Kenworthy m d 
Thomas v Thomas md 
Chambers vy Chambers md 
Foll vy Langley case on appeal 
from Glamerganshire Coun- 
ty Court 
Crawford v Higgs fe 
tetallick v Huxham ¢ 
Cameron v Leyland ce 
Watson v Wilson md 
Salmon v Brooks — c, with wits 
(day to be fixed) 
Wood v Wood md 
Rowlandson v Mercer md 
Murrell vy Perryman ec, with 
witns (day to be fixed) 
Chamberlain vy Terrell md 
The Comptoir D’Escompte de 
Paris v The Consolidated 
Bank (limd) e 
Sidney v Sidney md 
Forbes v Wood fe 


Gibson v Woodruff c wits (day 


to be fixed) 

Mayor, &c., of Hastings v 
Ivall c 

Izod vy Power md 

Manley v Martian md 

Emson v_ Saticvon Walden 
Railway Company fe 

Greeawood v Blackburn fe 

Clarke v Clarke md 

Yawkins v Jennings case on 
appeal from Lambeth County 
Court. 

Somes v Renton 

Hillv Fry md 

Hayne v Hayne md 

Graesser v Crowther ¢ 

Blakey v Rusworth spc 

Harrop v Harrop fe 

Kenworthy v Cotlin. m d 

Faulkner v Kershaw ce and 
deme. 

Mair vy Mair md 

Wynne v The North Stafford- 
shire Ry. Co. =m 

Overend, Gurney and Co. 
limd. v. Brett md 

Hodges vy Wieland m d 

Outin v Heathcote md 

Dodgson v Payne md 

Larkins vPhipps md 

Falkner v Somerset and Dorset 
Ry. Co. mad (not before > 
March) 

Parkinson y Chester fe 


md 





298 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Feb, 8, 1873. 





Cruickshank v Bland c 

Stevenson v Wharton fc 

Rice v Castle md 

In re Watson’s estate, 
Watson v Woolley fe 

Wake v Woodward case on 
appl. from Clerkenwell 
County Court 

Steers v Eveleigh e 


and 


“Moor v Chester m oe (short) 
Thompson v Clarke fe 
Hood v Franklin fe 

Avis v Avis md 

Yardley v Holland md 
Gordon v Chambers md 
Baker v Wilbrabam md 
Reece v Reece m d (short) 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Str JAMES Bacon. 
Jauses, FC. 


London and North Western 
Railway Comyany v Green- 
bank Alkali Company (lim) 
md (S.0.) by consent 

Jakemany Warner fc 

Fairbairn v Lay c¢, wits 

Smith vLay ec, witns 

Dixon v Dixon md 

Wright v Wright md 

Norris v Frazer c 

Ashv Ash md 

Young v Maling md 

Brown v Black» m ad 

Armit v Hipkins fc 

Gough v Bage fe 

Mirchouse v Mirehouse fc 

Jay v Montague fc 

Hibbert v Hibbert 
sumns to vary 

Hill vy Burdett md 

Benn v Benn fe 

Wheeler v Jones 

Griffin vy Coleman 

Andrew v Andrew , 

Purvis v Abraham 
sumns to vary 

Wilson v Lloyd md 

Williams vy Belcham md 

Greenhaigh vy Rumney (5 

causes) f cand sumns to vary 

Harvey vW right md 

Bird v Harris fc 

Parker v Pocock m d wits be- 
fore examiner 

Smith v Adlard c 

Apps v Bi arclay c, with wits 
(day to be fixed) 

Hubbard vy Alexander ¢ 

Earl of Jersey v Briton Ferry 
Floating Dock Co fe 

In re Kendall, Sinkinson v 
Kendall fe 

Bigg v The Mayor, &e., of 
London f c¢ and sumns to 
var 

James v Jones 
to vary 


f c and 


fe 
md 
md 
f c and 


feand sumns 


Commercial Union Assurance 
Co. v Uzielli_ m 

Haldane v Eckford f¢ (short) 

Williams v Financial Corpn 
limited c, with wits (day to 
be fixed) 

Murray v Stanger fe 

Packman v Wells md 

Basham v Hutchinson c (not 
before 25th Feb., by order) 

Jevons v Longrigs md 

Smithe v Granville fe 

In re Roffey’s Estate, Roffev v 
Early fe 

Attorney-General v Castleford 
Local Board of Health md 

Attorney-General v Whitwood 
Local Board of Health 
md 

In re Reynolds’ Estate, Rey- 
nolds v Reynolds fc 

Crowther v Bradney fe 

Heath v Crealock c 

Simpson v Peach mad 

Turnerv White md 

Cleve v Financial Corporation 
(limd) e¢ 

Keily v Andrews md 

Philips v Taylor ¢ 

Glencross v Burt fe 

Graham v Cole fe 

McClean v Kennard md 

Lamb v Chantrell md 

Powell vy Holdom md 

Hoffmann v Valle fe 

Gladstone v Mackinlay  c, 
witns. before examiner by 
consent 

Culverwell vy Wain md 

Coventry v Paul md 

Bleackley v Hall fe 

Graham vy Graham md 

Howes v Phillips e¢ 

Mears vy Curtis fe 

Kerr v Hilton md 

Lewis v Lewis ¢ 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Joun WICKENS. 
Causes, &e. 


Meikleham v Meikleham demr 
Curtis v Fenning exons for 
insufficiency 
Taylor v Taylor 
special exmr 

Morrish v Keele md 
Laing v Gover md(5. 0.) 
Bullocke v Bullocke m d wits 
before examnr 
Pigott v Pigott 
Eyre v Holmes 
Gee v Mahood c 
Bruff y Cobbold rehearing of 
mdand costs of motion for 
petn 
Bass v Adams fc & sums 
Ditchfield v Diggle c 
Brown vy Glove r, Brown v 
Glover fe 
Synge v Synge 
Wescome vy Morris sp ¢ 
Crozier v Crozier spe 
London, " mnbay, and Mediter- 
ranean Bank (lim) v Indian 
Peninsular, London and 
China Bank (lim) md 
Blandford y De Castro 
Shaw v Addis ¢ 
jarton v Barton md 
Corbet, Bart. v Humphrys ind 
MecKechnie vy Vaughan md 


c, wit before 


md pt. hd, 
md 


sp ¢ 


m d 


Laurie, R. 
Bank of 
md 

Poole v Heron spc 

Brown v Wrighton c 

Fletcher v Harrison m d 

Skato v Dunster f c and 
summs. 

Aston vy Round md 

Hedger v Hedger md 

Blake v Revell md 

Phipps v Lovegrove md 

White v Simmons c 

Bousquet, pauper, v Bent c, 
wits 

James vJames md 

Whitham v Dixon md 

Hicks vy Lang md 

Leith v Bruyeres spc 

Minton vy Minton sp ¢ 

Waterer v Waterer fe 

Jones v Williams md 

Essex v Wilkinson, Cerrito v 
Wilkinson cc, wits 

Beeley v Beeley md 

Hedger v Hedger md 

Jackson v Rogerson md 

Read v Strangwayes md 

Alexander v Palmer fc 

Viscount Newry yv Simmons 
md 


P. O. of Union 
London v_ Binns 





| Whiterow v Whiterow m 1d 

Walford v Tarrant c 

Stanbrough v Fraser md 

Halfhide vy Robinson re-hear- 
ing of cause 

Frinneby v Martineau, San- 
ders v Martineau f co and 
sumns 

Taunton v Thorold md 

Digby v Turner md 

Pounder vy Gibson ce 

Boyle, pauper, yTrounce ¢ 

Knowles v Robinson md 

Alleyne v Hussey md 

Darsie v Mozley c 

Dudley v Tanner md 

Rosser v Rhys md 

Sheffield vy Eden md 

Gilliat v Gilliat m da 

Bailey v Barlow c 

Fawcett v Sheard fc 

Hartley v Mansell fc 

Bowen v Woodward md 

Smyth v Marshall md 

Madams v Heath md 

Jephs v Knight m d 

Cundall v Procter fe 

Preston v Leeson md 

Wordsworth v Crawshaw fc 

Lake v Wall fc 

Griffiths v Bedborough fc 

Webber v Webber fe 

The Neath & Brecon Ry Co. v 
Maund md 

Goodacre v Goodacre fe 

Phillips v Richards md 

Laurie v Sewell md 

Woof v Barron md 

Sankey v Breton md 

Wetherell v Todd fc 

Morley v Bailey md 

City of London Brewery Co. 
(lim) v Tennant md 

Cottrell v Cottrell md _ wits 
before examanr 

Cooper v Cohen c, witns 

Shoesmith v Byerley md 

Thomson v Shaw, evidence 
viva voce at hearing 

Riley v Ormerod md 1871. 

—R.—152 

Riley v Ormerod md 1871, 

.—153 

Lyall v Fluker md 

The Co. of Proprietors of the 
Somersetshire Coal Canal 
Navagation v The Bristol 
and North Somerset Ry. 


fe 
md 


md 


Co. ¢ 
Chamberlaia v Napier 


Turner v Herrman 
Gibbs v Needham 
Baynes v Baynes mad 
Elsmere vy Gaven md 
Caley v Caley md 
Rowed v Saunders md 
Wilson v Johnstone c 
Meek, Knight v Clarkson 
Sheffield v Gray c 
Arnold v Jervis md 
Watts v Watts md 
Attorney-General v The Mayor 
Alderman & Burgesses of 
the Borough of Barnsley 
md 
Littledale v Bickersteth 
Wilkinson v Elster md 
Turner v Turner md 
Williams v Lucas md 
Newbald v Hale c, wit 
Blacksteck v Blackstock, Ash- 
man v Blackstock f ¢ 
Davies v Eggar m d 
Lewthwaite v Lewthwaite m d 
Evans v Blumberg fe 


md 


m d 


Dearn or 


AN Inpian Jupae, 


Wilson 5 v ; Coffin c 

Sugg v Foster md 

Lees v Sanderland fe 

Waring v Scamp ¢ 

Groom vesavery m d 

Griffiths v Oakley  f ¢ ang 
sumns. (5.0.) 

—* v Marshall m ds (g, 


+) 
Kerridge v Kerridge fe 
Corner v Cursham fe 
Hennet v The ier ge and 

Malvern Ry Co fe 

Marshall v Redford md 
Murton v Bigham md 
Puddicombe v Sparks md 
Wagstaff v Kemp md 
Penney v Penney fc 
Wilkinson v Wilkinson md 
Brafield v Scriven md 
Bergh v Mason fe 
Ackers v Ackers fc 
Pritchard v Roberts md 
Enfield v Roscoe md 
eye v Dallas m d short 

3.0.G 


Fraser v Dallas m d short 
Clarke vy Allison md 
Leese vy Martin m d_ wits 
before examiner 
Dent v Hoye md 
Hill vy Hill md 
Wodehouse v Cox md 
Jacubs v Rylance fe 
Winstone v Halksworth fe 
Burton vy Maw c 
Mapleson v Bentham m d 
Fennings v Pain md 
Coultwas v Swan fe 
Hetherington v Tennant md 
Boucher v Deane fc 
Rowe v Rowe md 
White v Matthews md 
White v Latter md 
Millidge v Guy fe 
Cox v Rose fe 
Fish v Rivers fe 
— vShee mfd 
Cleary v Kennington mfd 
Prosser v Phipps" mfd 
The Blake Sole Sewing 
Machine Co. (limd.) v Hart 
mfd 
Weod v Evans 
Bolton vy White mfd 
Stokes v King mfd 
Burgess v Worsley fe 
Davies v Cavanah, Davies v 
Cavanah, Davies v Barker 
fe 
Fletcher v Fletcher mfd 
Holland v Gutch mfd 
Shrimpton v Thomson m fd 
Coker v Hodgkinson mf d 
Martin v Kent Coast Ry. Co, 
mid 
Maxfield v Burton mfd 
Ben son v Jordan 
The Ystalyfera Iron c 0. v The 
Neath & Brecon Ry. Co. 


mid 


mfd 
Budd v The Neath & Brecon 
Ry. Co. mid 
Bartlett v Weekes mfd 
Underwood vy Stewardson f ¢ 
Gillam v Taylor f ¢ 
Middleton v Windross f¢ 
Tatam v Latter fe 
Abbott v Forty fe 
Rowsell vy Morres mf d 
Worsell v Worsell & ors ¢ 
Worsell v Worsell 
Cottrell v Cottrell 
Dawson v Venable 
Bolton v Adams m f d (short) 


-Mr. Elphinstone Jack- 


son, one of the judges of the Guanes Court of Calcutta, 


die d 


afternoon, 


suddenly at Upton 


Park, Slough, on 
Mr. Jackson was at home on furlough for his 


Monday 


health, aad was about to return to India. 








m d 


hort 
short 


Wits. 


ing 
art 
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————— 


stRTH, MARRIAGE, AND DEATH. 


BIRTH. 
‘ALKER—On Feb. 5, at 5, Oxford-square, the wife‘of James 
Douglas Walker, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a son, 
MARRIAGE. 
THIRLWALL—Witson—On Feb. 4, at the parish church of 
Croft, Lancashire, John Thirlwall, barrister-at-law, to Chris- 
tina, daughter of the late Rev. Robert Wilson. 
DEATH, 


TaTTERSALL—On Tuesday, Feb. 4, at Charlton-place, Bishops- 
bourne, John Tattersall, Esq., of East Bergholt, barrister-at- 


law. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
TuespAy, Feb. 4, 1873 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Bolton and Company (Limited).—By an order made by Vice Chancellor 
Wickens, dated Jan 24, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up 
of the above company b2 cuntinued; and that Mr. Joseph George 
Green, of 27, Clement’s lane, be continued as liquidator of the com- 
pany. Child, South so, Gray’s inn, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Bristol and London Assurance Corporation (Limited).—Petition for 
winding up. presentet Dec 31, directed to be heard before Vice 
Chancellor Malins, on Friday, Feb 14. Perrin, King st, Cheapside 

Champion Gold and Silver Mines Company of Colorado (Limited).— 
Petition for winding up, presented Jan 27, directed to be heard before 
Vice Chancellor Malins, on Friday, Feb 14. Lindo, King’s Arms yd, 
solicitors fur the petitioner. 

National Printing and Publishing Company (Limited).—Petition for 
winding up, presented Jan 28, directed to be heard before Vice Chan- 
cellor Malins, on Feb 14. Merriman and Co, Queen st, Cheapside, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 

Thames Plate Glass Company (Limited) —Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Feb 4, directed to be heari before Vice Chancellor Malins, on 
Feb 14. Sympson and Warner, Golden sq, solicitors for the petitioner. 

County PALATINE OF LANCASTER, 
Tvgspay, Feb, 4, 1873. 

Third St Peter’s Thirty Pounds Money Company.—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before Saturday, Feb 22, to send their names and ad- 
dresses, and {the particulars of their debts and claims to William 
Aldred, 28, Pall Mall, Manchester. Thursday, Feb 27 at 1], is ap- 
pointed fur hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faimay, Jan. 31, 1873, 

Adams, John, Stratford, Essex, Gent. Feb 24. Curtis v Eccles, V.C 
Wickens. Loxley ant Morley, Cheapside 

Ainsworth, Eiizabeth, Bolton, Lancashire, Widow. Feb 28. Byrom v 
Brandreth, M.R. James, Lincolo’s inn fields 

Coombe, Emma S:rah, Swansea, Glamorgan, Spinster. Feb 25. 
Coombe v Thomas, MR. David, Swansea 

Cooper, Samuel Nichotas, Ovington sq, Brompton, Solicitor, Fe> 8. 
Armstrong v Levien, V.C. Wickens. Levien, Ovington sq 

Eyre, Benjamin, Manchester, Gent. July 31. Re Benjamin Eyre, 
Registrar, Manches‘er 

Hayward, George, Brixton, Wholesale Stationer. March 1. Hayward 
v Cook, M.R. Voss, Vestry hall, Church row, Bethnal green 

Huntingtower, Hon WilHam Lionel Felix Tollemache Lord, Alexandra 
rd,South Hampstead. March |. Beattie v Manners, M.R. Ward 
and Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Skeet, James, Chertsey, Surrey, Market Gardener, March!. Sparks 
v Webb, V.C. Malins. Uwillim, Chertsey 

Sobey, Thomas, Rock, Cornwall, Gent. Feb 20. Sobey x Sobey, V.C. 
Bacon. Hingston, Liskeard 

Vickers, Stanley, Victoria st, Westminster, Distiller. Feb 25. Dunbar 
v Vickers, V.C. Bacon, Kingsford and Dorman, Essex st, Strand 

NEXT OF KIN, 

Adams, Johr, Stratford, Essex, Gent. Feb 24. Curtis v Eeclas, V.C. 
Wickens 

Read, Cordelia Angetioa, Stamford st, Blackfriars, Spinster. Nov 3, 
Shepheard v Beetham, V.c. Malins! 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Duy of Claim. 
Friday, Jan, 31, 1873. 

Baker, Henry Streattield, Bond ct, Walbrook, Merchant. March 14, 
Waller and Handson, King st, Cheapsida 

Bateman, Ann, Chester, Widow. March 25, Churton, Chester 

a ~ ae North Cray, Kent, Yeoman. March 25, Gibson, Dart- 
or 

Bissmire, Francis, Goldsmith’s rd, Leyton, Essex, Silver Mounter. 
April l, Robsrts, Godiiman st, Doctor’s commons 

Cardinal, William Stuart, kdenbridge, Kent, Importer of Turkey 
Carpets. March 25, English, Moorgate st 

Challoner, Thomas Chaloner Bisse, Portnall Park, Surrey, Esq. March 
25. Tylee and Co 

Chippendale, Charles, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. March 1, Hewitt, 
Nicholas lane, Lombard st 

Foulkes, Chazles, Whitchurch, Salop, Gent. March 6, Jones, Whit- 
church 

Fox, Jolin, Needham Market, Suffolk, Malster. March 6. Marriott 
and Son, Stowmarket 

Halestrap, Samuel, Hertford, Innkeeper. Mareh 15. Spence and 
Hawks, Hertford 

Harris, Rt Hon George Francis Robert Baron, Belmont, Kent, March 


Holmden, Thomas, Glynde, Sussex, Yeoman. Feb 22. Lewis, Lewes 
Hudson, Thomas St Jehn, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, Surgeon. April 
2. Nalder, Shepton Mallet 
Ironside, William, Baker st, Clerkenwel!, Gent. March 1. Garrett, 
Doughty st 
James, William, Balsali Heath, Worcester, Builder. March 1. Jelf 
and Goule 
Jupp, William, Old Brentford, Malster. March 1. Hewit, Nicholas 
Jane, Lombard st 
Marchant, Richard, Willey, Surrey, Gent. Feb 28. Nisbet and Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
i. Robert Arnold, Nottingham, Gent. March1. Bassitt, Wain- 
ee 
Newman, George Stephen, Shenfield, Essex, Gent. March 8, Crosse,. 
Bell yd, Doctors’ Commons 
Newman, Robert, Edward, Shenfield, Essex, Esq, March 8. Crosse, 
Bell yd, Doctors’ commons 
Newman, Rev Thomas, Ingrave, Essex. March 8. Crosse, Bell yd,. 
Doctors’ commons 
Pumfrett, Stephen, Kingston-upon-Hull, Merchant’s Clerk. Feb 21. 
Hunnybun and Son 
Saunderson, James Edward, Assistant Surgeon, R.N., March 1. 
Hallett, St. Martin’s place, Trafalgar sq 
St Quintin, Rev George Darby, St Leonard’s-on-Sea, Sussex. March 14. 
Lambert and Son, Bedford row 
Stocker, Ives, Titchfield, Southampton, Major, Royal Engineers, Feb 
21. Burrell, Gosport 
Turner, Mary Matilda, Longton, Stefford, Widow. March1l. Robin- 
son, Longton 
Turoley, Margaret Rowe, Brighton, Sussex, Widow. March 31. 
Turnley and Co, Bedford 
Wadbrook, Elizabeth, New Kent rd, Spinster. April 11. Wells, 
Founders’ Hall, St Swithin’s lane 
Worrall, Mary, Bewdley, Worcester, Widow. Feb 25. Marcy,. 
Bewdley 
Bankrupts, 
Faipay, Jan, 31, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender M London. 
Gillaird, Francis, Billiter sq, Jeweller. Pet Jan 28. Hazlitt. Feb 14 


at 
Somerville, Wallace Cochran:, and Spencer Pidescx, Gt Suffolk st, 
Southwark, Ironfounders. Pet Jan 29. Roche. Feb 18 at il 
Steeden, George, Werrington st, Oakley sq, Cab Driver. Pet Jan 29. 
Spring-Rice. Feb13 at 12 
Stokes, Willian Charles, Ball and Mouth st, Merchant. Pet Jan 29. 
Spring-Rice, Feb 13 at Il . 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Clewer, Robert B, Whitworth, nr Rochdale, Lancashire, Woollen: 
Draper. FetJan 29, Tweedale. Oldham, Feb 17 at 12 
Nairne, Robert Farquharson, Manchester, Dyer. Pet Jan 3). Kay. 
Manchester, Feb 14 at 9.30 
Wood, Samuel, Manchester, Hatter. Pet Jan 25. Hulton. Salford, 
Feb 12 at ll 
TugspDay, Feb. 4, 1873, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proo’s of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Pearce, James Thomas, Francis rd, Drummond rd, Bermondsey > 
Builder. Pet Dec 23. Broughim. Feb 14 at 11.30 
Tucker, Thomis, Lombard st, Lamp Manufacturer. Pet Jao 30. 
Pepys. Feb 1S at ll 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Cochrane, Alexander, Manchester, Travelling Deaper. Pet Jan 30. 
Kay. Manchester, Feb 20 at 9.30 : 
Kenward, Nelson, Uckfield, Sussex, out of business, Pet Jan 31. 
Blaker. Lewes, Feb 15 at 12 
Knapp, James Leonard, Pontnewsdd, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 
30. Roberts. Newport, Feb 19 at 11 
Penn, James, and William Russel, Southport, Lancashire, Joiners. Pet 
Jan 30. Hime. Liverpool, Feb 17 at 2 
Rickards, Frederick, Northtleet, Kent, Hotel Keeper. Pet Jan 31. 
Ackworth. Rochester, Feb 15 at ll 
Watson, Joseph, Sneintoa, Nottingham, Baker. Pet Jaz 30. Patchitt. 
Nottingham, Feb 17 at 12 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripar, Jan. 31, 1873. 
Honeywill, Thomas William Quelch, Prince's st, Rotherhitoe, Medical 
Student. Jan 30 
Scott, Bertie Charles, Laugharne, Carmarther, Gent. Nov 19 
Tusspay, Feb. 4, 1873. 
Wheeley, Charles Saunders, Teignmouth, Devon, [arrister-at-Law. 
Jan 22 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, Jan, 31, 1873. 
Alderton, Thomas, Portsmouth, Lieut Army Service Corps. Feb 3 
at 12, at the Royal Hotel, Aldershot. King, Portsea 
Allcock, William Henry, Atherstone, Warwick, Grocer. Feb li at 3, 
at oftices of Fowke, 21, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Appleby, Fred. rick William, Bram'ey, York, Grocer’s Assistant, Feb 
14 at 12, at offices of Pallan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Aulé, James, Douglas rd, North Canonbury, West Ladia Merchant. 
Feb 12 at 2, at the Guildhall Coffee house, Guildhall yard. Nind, St. 
Benet place, Gracechureh st f 
Baker, John, Bainton, York, Corn Merchant, Fed 10 at 3, at the Keys 
Hotel, Great Dritield 
Baker, Thomas Matthew Kelland, and Alexander Lorimer, Paiznton, 
Devon, Brewers. Feb IL at 11.30, at ottices of Hooper and Wollea, 





31, Burder and Dunning, Parliament st, Westminster 
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Bartleman, George, Newington Butts, Boot Maker, Feb 11 at 2, at 
offices of Maniere, Gray’s inn sq : 

Beckiey, William, Chesham, Buckingham, Grocer. Feb 13 at 3, at the 
George inn, High st, Chesham. Cheese, Amersham 

Blyth, Joseph Daniel, Penge, Surrey, Lime Merchant. Fe) 20 at 1, 
at offices of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Carr, John, Burnley, Lancashtre, Genera) Agent. Feb 18 at 3, at offices 
of Hartley, Nicholas st, Burnley 

Carver, Thomas, Lincoln, Grocer. 
Lincoln 

Charlesworth, James, Sheffield, York, Draper. 
of Earle, George st, Sheffield. Turner 

Clapham, William, Watfleld in Holderness, York, Farmer. 
1], »t Offices of Bainton, Lairgate, Beverley 

Cook, Charles, Tring, Hertford, Baker. Feb 17 at 11, at offizes of 
Bullock, Great Berkhamsted 

Daniel, Elizabeth, and Sarah Ann Gibbs, Exeter, Millinere. Feb13 at 
11, at cffices of Andrew, Bedford circus, Exeter, Huggins 


Feb 18 at1l, at offices of Dale, 
Feb 11 at 3, at offices 
Feb 14 at 


Le 

Portsmore, William, Kintbury, Berks, Butcher. Feb 7 at 11, at Threg 
Swans Hotel, Hungerford. Lucas, Newbury 

Potter, Samuel, Yeaveley, Derby, Farmer. Feb 14 at 11, at the Green 
Man Hotel, Ashborne. Holland, Ashborne 

Powell, James, Manor pl, Holloway rd, Wine Merchant. 
at 33, Gutter lane. Mason, Gresham st 

Pugin, Edward Welby, Victoria st, Westminster, Architect. Feb7atlo 
at ‘the City Terminus Hotel, Cannon st. Wolferstan, Ironmonger 
lane, Cheapside 

Rathbone, James, and George Hill, Burslem, Srafford, Earthenware 
Manufacturers. Feb 12 at 11, atthe Townhal), Burslem. Tomkinson, 
Burslem 

Roberts, Edward Henry, Bermondsey st, Carman. Feb 13 at 2, at the 
Guildhall Coff:ehouse, Guildhall yd. Nind, St Benet pl, Gracechurch st 

Roberts, Robert, Gt Alie st, Whitechape!, Grocer. Feb 1] at 10, at 
offices of Dobson, Southampton bldgs 

Robertson, John Brass, London st, Fenchurgh st, Ship Chandler. Feb 

me 17 at 2, at offices of Hilbery, Cratched friars 


Feb 11 at 3, 





Davenport, George, and James Davenport, Ludgate hill, Uphelsterers. 
Feb 17 at 2. at offices of Prichard and Englefield, Painters’ Hall 
Davenport, George, Ludgate hill, Uphoisterer. Feb 20 at 2, at 
Painters’ Hall, Little Trinity Isne. Prichard and Englefieid, 
Painters’ Hall 
‘Davies, Robert, Llandadno, Carnarvon, Stonemason, Feb 13 at 1, at 
offices of Jones, Conway 
Davis, Thomas Archibald, Barton crescent, no occupation, Feb 10 at 3, 
at offices Howell, Cheapside 
Daffield. William, Suffolk place, Commercial! rd East, Confectioner. Feb 
{2 at 1, at offices of Loxley and Morley, Cheapside 
Ebbut, George, Girtford, Sandy, Bedford, Plumber, Feb 11 at 3, at 
offices of Tebdbs, St Peter’s green, Bedford 
Ebdy, Barron Wright, Durliam, Dealer in Rope. 
of Marshall,jun, Claypath, Durham 
Edwards, John, Castle Mill, Lianhennock, Monmoath, Miller. 
at il, at offices of Graham, Commercial st, Newport 
Evliston, John, Barnet st, Hackney rd, Grocer. Feb 15 at 2, at offices 
ot ne Bal’s Pond rc, Islington. Heathfield, Lincoln’s inn 
fields 
French, George Joseph, Rudoif rd, Carlton rd, Kilburn, Saddier. Feb 
12 at 3, at offices of Caatierton, Ludgate hill 
Galloway, Henry, Wakefield, York, Piumber, 
Fernarées ard Gi!l, Cross sq, Wakeffe'd 
Gissing, Thcmas Skinner, Devornpert, Devor, Engineer, Royal 2Navy. 
Feb 13 at 1), at offices of Beer and Rundie, Ker st, Devonport 
Gold, Moses, Middlesex st, Aldgate, Grocer. Feb 18 at U1,at offices of 
Dobsen, Scuthampion buildings 
Heswell, Robert, Newcastle upon Tyne, Builder, Feb 18 at 3, at offices 
of Elsdon, Royal arcade, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Hibbert, Thomas, Manchester, Rag Merchant. 
of Heath and Sors, Swan st, Manchester 
Hitchins, Charles Vernon, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Surgeon. 
Feb 10 at 12, at offices of Chapman, Weston super Mare 
Hollingsworth, Richard, West Eromwich, Stafford, Porx Butcher. Feb 
b2 ab li, etcfices cf Jackson, Lombard st, West Bromwich 
zen, William Jacobus, Pepler rd, Old Kent rd, Merchant. 
eb 20 et 3, at offices of Holmes, Eastcheap 
Hughes, Robert, Saint Helen’s, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. Feb 
17 at 2, at offices of Gibson and Bolland, 10, South John st, Liverpool. 
Beasley and Oppenheim, Saint Helen's 
Grey, William Joseph Walthal, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Feb 18 
a3, at offices of Yates, South John st, Liverpool 
Kare, Lyle Boyd, and William Birtles, Manchester, Linen Merchants. 
Feb 13 at 3, at offices of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 
Kippen, James, Pontypcol, Monmouth, Draper. Feb 13 at 1, at the 
King’s Head Hote!, Newport. Watkins, Pontypool 
Kirkpatrick, Daniel, Birkenhead, Chester, Baker, Feb 14 at 3, at offices 
of Thompscn, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead. Anderson, Birkenhead 
Lancaster, John, Jolin Binns, and Thomas Cowpe, Burnley, Lancashire, 
Yarn Dyers. Feo 14 at c, at offices of Sale and Co, Booth 
t, Manctiesier 
Lenson, George Thomas, and Samuel Brice, Anglesea place, Com- 
— rd, Berge Owners. Feb 15,at 11, at utfiees of Beard, Basing- 
hall st 
Lory, William, Devon County Prison, Prisoner for Debt. 
at offices of Heer and Rundie, Ker st, Devonport 
Love, Henry, Southsea, Soutnampion, Pork Butcher, Feb 13 at 3.30, 
at offices of Paice, Commercial rd, Landport. Walker, Portsea 
Marley, Edwin Perkins, Bristol, Cabinet Maker. Feb 14 at 12, at offices 
of William and Co, Exchange, Brisiol. Salmon, Bristol 
McKinna, William, Leeds, Draper. Feb 12 at 3, at offices of Fawcett 
and Ma!coim, Park rd, Leeds 
Mercer, Jarces, Hough End, bram'ey, York, Currier. 
offices of Ferns, Bank st, Leeds 
Millyard, Charles, Sandy, Bedford, Grocer, 
Smith, Sandy 
Morcis, Edmund, Upton Warren, Worcester, Innkeeper. Feb 14 at 12, 
atthe Kop Market Hotel, Suusome st, Worcester. Simmons, Bed- 
citch 
Nickalson, James, Woodville rd, Islington, Brass Foun’er. Feb 20 at 
3, at offices of Holloway, Buil’s Pond rd, Islington. Heathfield, 
Lincoln’s inn flelds 
Nobie, sier, Badiogham, Suffok, Grocer. 
Winter and Francis, St Giles st, Norwich 
Nockolds, Robert, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Smack Owner. 
at offices of Wiltshire, Regent st, Gt Yarmouth 
Oddy, Edwin, Brighton, Sussex, lunkeeper, Feb 11 at 3, at offices of 
Brandreth, Middle st, Brighton 
Payne, John, Leicester, Tailor. 
Smith, llotei st, Leices‘er 
Perry, Thomas Whitmore, jun, Dalston, Stafford, Licensed Victualler, 
Feb 13 at 3, at offices of Boraston, Ann st, Birmingham 
Pettinger, Henry, Aston, Warwick, Cabinet Maker. Feb 8 at 11, at 
off.ce of Allen, Union passage, Birmingham 
Philips, Edwin, Glaenafon, Moumouth, Grocer. 
of Jones, Abergavenny 
Poabury, Thomas, Oldbury, Worcester, Railway Ticket Collector. Feb 
12 at £2, ut offices of Jackson, Lombard st, West Bromwich 


Feb 11 at 11, at offices 
Feb 12 


Feb 13 at 3, at offices of 


Feb 17 at 3, at offices 


Hoogenhi 
7 


Feb 11 at 1!, 


Feb 10 at 3, at 


Feb 11 at 2, at offices of 


Feb 11 at 11, at offices of 


Feb 13 at 12, 


Feb 13 at 2, at offices of Fowler and 


Feb 19 at 2, at offices 








» John, Bradford, York, Grocer, Feb 7 at 11, ab offices of 
Rhodes, Duke st, Bradford 
Roff, Edward, Woodcote terrace, Forest H&ll, Grocer’s Assistant. Feb 
7 at 2, at offices of Shiere, New inn, Strand 
Sampson, Thomas, Houndstone, Somer. et, Farmer. 
Three Chonghs Hotel, Yeovil, Watts, Yeovil 
Shilton, Frederick, Tamworth, Stafford, Furniture Dealer. Feb 13 at 
11, at office of Hodgson, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Smith, John Thomas, Landport, Hants, Harness Maker. Feb 14 at 3, 
at otlices of Waixzcot, Union st, Portsea. Blake, Portsea 
Spain, William Banks, Liacoln, Stationer. Feb 17 at 4, at offices of 
Page, jun, Silver st, Lincoln 
Statford, William, John st, Hampstead, Agent. 
Moss, Winchester house, O!d Broad st 
Steans, Francis Allen, Manchest2r, Merehant. 
of Watts, Cooper st, Manchester 
teinme:z, Andrew, Enmore Park, South Norwood, Barrister-at-Law, 
Feb 1! at 2, at offices of Zimmerman, Chancery lane 
Stone, Edward James, George Watson, aud Henri Roger Stone, Fal- 
wood’s rents, Holborn, Card Manufacturers. Feb 17 at 2, at the 
Guildhall Coffze house, Gresham st, Piesse and Son, Old Jewry 
chambers 
Taylor, James, Wigan, Lincashiro, Iron Founder, 
of Leigh & E‘lis, Arcade, King st, Wigan 
Teague, James, Llangrove, lere‘ord, Blacksmith. 
of Innel!, High st, Ross 
Todd, George, Rugeley, Stafford, Plumber. Feb 13 at 12, at offices of 
Saunders and Bradbury, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Tomkinson, Joseph, Garsiem, Stafford, Tailor. Feb 14 at 10.20, at office 
cf Tomkinson, Hanover st, Burslem 
Watkins, Wm, Dunster, Somerset, out of basiness, 
oftices of Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 
Weller, John, St Mary-at-Hill, Wine Merchant. 
of Aird, Eastcheap 
Wells, James Briggs, Liverpoo!, Miller, 
Cable st, Liverpool. Lrowne, Liverpool 
Whitworth, William, Birmingham, out of business. 
oftices of Parry, Bennett’s hil, Birmingham 
Wilkins, Charles, Raymouth terrace,Jamaica level, Rotherhithe,Grocer. 
Feb 10 at 12, at 50, Lincoln’s inn fields. Sers, Linco!n’s inn fields 
Wilson, Jabez Stead, Birmingham, Printer. Feb 10 at 3, at offices ¢f 
Kennedy, Ann st, Birm!ngham 
Wood, John, Bradford, Yore, Common Brewer. 
of Harris, Market st, Bradford b 
Wright, James, Bagzinswood, Salop, Publicaa. Fed 7 at 3, at 142, Mill st, 
Kidderminster. Saunders, jun 
Tvespay, Feb. 4, 1873. 
Atkinson, Robert, Whitehaven, Cumbertand, Hosier, 
offices of Mason, Duke st, Whitehaven 
Attenborough, George Thomas, Nottingham, Draper. 
8, York st, Manchester, Acton 
Barber, Thomas, Huunslow, Hatter. 
Southampton bldgs, Chaucery lane 
Barker, Andrew Hume, York, Printer, 
and Watson, Museum s*, York A 
Barnard, William, Church st, Westminster, Glass Boti!e Merchant, Feb 
22 at 11, at offices of Barron, Queen st, Cannoa st c 
Beesley, Robert, Wigan, Lancashire, Grocer. Feb 17 at 3, at offices of 
Scot, Standishgate, Wigan 
Blackmore, John, and George Howard, Brighton, Suasex, Buildevs. 
Feb 14 at 2, at offices of Clennell, Great James st, Bedford row. 
Brandreth, Brighton 
Blakey, Thomas, Jarrow, Darham, Shoe Dealer. Feb 20 at 2, at offices 
ot Purvis, Kiag st, South Shields 
Board, George Silvester, Watling st, Feb 17 at 3,at 33, Gutter lane. 
Wymond, King st, Cheapside 
Bowden, James Knight, Ashwia st, Dalston, Tuilor. 
oifices of Robinson and Co, Charterhouse sq 
Brayshaw, Milfred, Cleckheaton, York, Butcher. 
of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Budd, George, Upper Marsh, Lambeth, Cricket Bat Manufacturer. Feb 
13 at 3, at 9, Lincoln’s inn fields, Marshall 
Carter, Henry, Abingdon, Berks, Toy Dealer, Feb 17 at 3, at 19, 
Houndsditeh, London. Thompson, Oxford r 
Clarke, Charley William, Sireatham, Grocer. Feb (2 at 2, at offices of 
Newman, Bucklerabury % 
Ciutterbuck, George, High st, Camden Town, Ironmonger. Feb 17 at ¢, 
at cffice of Dolman and Colgrave, Jermyn st 
Feb 24 at 
Pere 


Feb J5 at 12, atthe 


Feb 11 at 2, at office of 
Feb 13 at 11, at offices 


Feb 12 at 3, at office 


Feb 15 at 1, at offce 


Feb 14 at 12, at 
Yeb 15 at 2, at office 
Feb24 at 3, at office of Vine, 
Feb it at 4,at 


Fed 15 at 10, at office 


Feb 18 at 11, at 
Feb 13 at 12, at 
Feb 21 at 11, at offices of Dobson, 


Feb 17 at 11, at office of Brearey 


Feb 17 at 12, at 
Feb 1] at 11, at office 


Conway, Joseph John, Blackmoor st, Clare Market, Draper. 
2, at ofices of Chatteris and Co, Gresham bidgs, Basinghall st. 
rin, King st, Cheapside 

Cooper, Gilbert Cheshire, Brown hills, Stafford, Surgeon, Feb 17 at ll, 
at oftices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Cordon, James, Fenton, Stoke upon Trent, Stafford, Feb 13 at 12, at 
at offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 

Grawshaw, John, and George Grawshaw, Travis Holme, nr Todmorden, 
Lancashire, Spindle Manufacurers. Feb 17 at 3, at the Spread Eagle 
Inn, Cheethbain st, Rochdale. Ashworth, Rochdale 

Davis, John, South Shields, Durham, Master Mariner, 
at offices of Purvis, King st, South Shields 


Feb 20 at 12, 
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Davis John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Feb 15 4 
11, at offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton . q 
is, Solomon, David Davis, Morris Davis, and Philip Davis, White- 
hapel rd, Lamp Cotton Manufstturers. Feb 18 at 2, at the Guild- 
hall Tavern, Gresham st. Green, Cannon st 
Dodds, James, Hextam, out of oczupgation. Fed 14 at 2, at offices of 
Hoyle and Co, Mosley st, Newcastle-upoa-Tyne 
Down, Joha, sen, West Malvern, Worcester, Photoprapher, Feb 14 at 12, 
at offices of Quarrell, The Cross, Worcester s 
Drewett, Waiter, Steyning, Sussex, Pork Batcher. Feb 19 at 13, at 
offices of Ingram, Steyning ; 
Driver, Frances, Manchester. Rule Maker, Feb 24 at 3, at ofices of 
Cobbett and Co, Brown st, Manchester 
Farle. Henry, Bedford row, Attorney-at-Law. Feb 19 at 12, at the 
Guildhall Ccffee house, Gresham st. Trcherne and Wolferstan, Tron- 
monger lane, Cheapside 
Forrester, William, Dover, Kent, Outfitter. Feb 14 at 12, at 9, Cook’s 
et, Lincoin’s inn. Fox, Dover f 
Forsey, William, Chard, Somerset, Beertiousa Keeper. Feb 17 at 2, at 
the Poulett Arms Inn, Chard. Paull, Ilminster 
Foster. Wiisiam, Blagdon, Northumberland, Lind Agent. Feb 13 at 12, 
at offices of Bush, St Nicholas bldgs, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
France, John William, Honley, York, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer, 
Feb 19 at 2.39, at the White Hart Hotel, Cloth Hall st, Huddersfield 
Froesclilen, Aimee. Charlotte st, Fitzroy sq, Dressmaker, Feb 13 at 2, 
at 12. Hatton garden, Marshall 
Fyffe, William, Manchester, Hat Manufacturer. Feb 19 at 3, at the 
Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Grundy and Coul.on?* 
Mauchester 
Geeyes, Henry, Led Lion st, Wandsworth, Genera! Agent. Feb 13 at 2, 
at offices of Ody, Trinity st, Southwark 
Gethinz, William, Birminghum, Glass Cutter. Feb 17 at 11, at offices 
of Greenway, King st, Wolverhampton 
Gough, William, Liverpool, out of business. Feb 20 at 3, at offices of 
Ponton, Vernon chambers, Vernon st, Liverpool 
Gregg, Frederick, High st, Forest Hill, Upholsterer. Feb27at 11, at 
offices of Barton and Drew, Fore st 
Ganson, James, Ayside, Lancashire, Woodmonger, Feb 14 at ll, at 
the Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Jackson 
Hibberd, James, Trowbridge, Wilts, Painter. Feb 12 at 2, at offices of 
Pceeck and Son, Union st. Bath. Shrapnell, Bradford 
Hides, Edwin, Sheffield, Engraver. Feb 14 at 3, at offices of Edey 
Change alley, Sheffield. Webster 
Hill, Thomas. Birmingham, Commission Agent, Feb 17 at 11, at office 
oft Allen, Union passage, Birmingham : 
Howard, Charles, Witliam Byam Crossiey, and Joha Nathaniel 
Matthews, Bradford, York, Worsted Stuff Manufacturers. Feb ld at 
11, at offices of Rawson & Co, Bradford 
Jackson, Ralph Coldbeck, Londonderry, York, Grocer. Feb 22 at 1, at 
the Royal Oak Hotel, Bedale. Teale and Son, Leyburn 
James, Edward, M:lford st, Wandsworth rd, Tramway Car Driver. Feb 
21 at 2, at offices of Ody, Trinity st, Southwark 
Jones, Jam2s, Manchester, Dealer in Birds. Feb 17 at 11, at offices of 
Dawson, Chancery place, Booth street, Manchester. Huxley, Man- 
chester. 
Kane, Lyle Boyd, and William Birtles, Manchester, Linen Merchants. 
Feb 17 at 3, at office of Leigh, Brown st, Manche-ter 
Kay, Mary Ann, and Thomas Walpole, St Katherine’s rd, Notting hill, 
Brewers. Feb 17 at 2, at offices of Deere and Bourne, King’s Arms 
yd, Moorgate st 
Kennedy, Partick Mary, Monkwell st, Foreign Agent. Feb 18 at 12, at 
Offices of Smedley, Fleet st 
Kirk, William, Wymondham, Leicester, Farmer, Feb 17 at 12, at office 
of Owston, Friar lane, Leicester 
Knowlez, Henry, Lisson st, Marylebone, Physicians Feb 12 at 3, a 
offices of Rodwell, Chancery lane 
Lamb, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Bootmaker. Feb 14 at 12, at 
offices of Hoyle and Co, Moseley st, Newcustle-npon-Tyne 
Lazenby, John, Saltmarshe, ar Howden, York, Tailor, Feb 17 at 1, at 
the Londesborough Arms, Selby. Green 
Lewis, Thomas James, Bishopwearmonth, Sunderland, Durham, Hosier, 
Feb 19 at 11, at offices of Skinner, John st, Sunderland 
Martin, George Barker, Dresden nr Longton, Stafford, Packer. Feb 14 
at 11, at offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 
Mazdon, James, Reigate, Surrey, out of business. Feb 19 at 3, at offices 
of Wood and Hare, Basinghal! st 
Mercer, William, Stillington, York, Farmer. Feb 2] at 2, at offices of 
Crumbie, Stonegate, York 
Mullis, William, Northampton, Grocer, Feb 17 at 12, at offices of 
Jetfery, Newland, Northampton 
Muschamp, John Briggs, and John William Robarts, Leeds, Manufac- 
turers, Feb19 at 3, at offices of Fawcett and Malcolm, Park row, 
Leeds 
Musgrave, Eliza, Leeds, Licensed Victualler. Feb 17 at 12, at offices 
of Pulian, Bank chambers, Park row, Le:ds 
North, James Thomas, Oxford, Publican. Feb 22 at 12, at offices of 
Druce, High st, Oxford 
Okill, Witliam George, Liverpool, Tailor. Feb 17 at 3, at offices of 
Vine, Cable st, Liverpool. 8 tson, Liverpool 
Pearce, Thomas, John’s yd, Lisson grove, Coach Builder. Feb 11 at 2, 
at 12, Hatton garden. Marshall! 
Torter, Sarah, Birmingham, Soiderer. Feb 17 at 3, at offices of Jacques, 
Cherry st, Birm 
Potter, Alfred, Halstead, Essex, Paper Manufacturer. Feb 18 at 10.30, 
at office of Cardinall, Trinity House, Halstead 
"Redhouse, Joseph, Red cross st, Bonnet shape Manufacturer. Feb 17 
at 12, at 33, Gutter lane. Wymond, King st, Cheepside 
Richdale, William, Ashly-de-]-a-Zouch, Leicester, Grocer. Feb 18 at 
- 1.30, at the Queen’s Head Hote), Market st Ashly-de-la-Z uch 
‘Riley, John, Chickenby, Dewsbury, York, Blanket Manufacturer. Feb 
17 at 3, at offices of Ibberson, Dewsbury 
Rogers, James, Bristol, Builder, Feb 19 at 12, at offices of Perrin, 
Estate Mart, Small st, Bristol 
Ratherford, James Douglas, Kingston-upon-Hall, no occupation. Feb 
11 at 3, at offices of Chambers, Scale lune, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Ryley, Henry, Fulbourn, Cambridge, Surgeon. Fed 18 at 12, at offices 
of Barlow and Co 





Sannders, Henry, jai, Kidderminster, Woreaster, Atty ney. Feb Il at 
3, at the Baxter chambers, Church st, Kiddarminster. Corbett 
Savage, Charles Heary, Nottingham, Grogar, Feb 13 at 12, at ofize of 
Belk, High pavement, Nottingham 
Shakeshaft, Henry, Buerton, Cheshire, Wheelwright. Feb 19 at 3, at 
Temple chambers, Oak st, Crewe Towa. Cooke 
Smith, Alfred, and Caristopner Webb Snith, [nchbrook Works, Glou- 
cester, Manufacturing Chemists. Feb 17 at !2, at the George Hotel, 
Stroud. Heelas, Strond 
Sowter, George. Charterhouse sq, out of business. Feb 12 at 2, at office 
of Morphett, Moorgate st. Brown, Basinghall st 
Stephenson, James Tnomas, and Charles Robert Stephenson, Paul st, 
Finsbury, Stay Manufacturers. Feb 14 at 12, at the Gaildiail Coffee 
house, Gresham st. Treherne and Wolferstan, Ironmonger lane, 
Cheapside 
Stokes, George, Longton, Stafford, Grocer, Feb 13 at 11, at offices of 
Welch, Caroline st, Longton 
Thompson, George, Wakington, Cumberland, Grocer. Feb 21 at 11 at 
offices of Webster, Queen st, Whitehaven 
Thompson, James Person, Preston, Lancishire, Wood Fioar Masufac- 
turer. Feb 17 at II, at offices of Taylor, Winckley st, Prestoa 
Thurston, John, Wymondham, Norfolk, Farmer. Feb 17 at 12, atoffizes 
of Emerson and Sparrow, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 
Tolputt, James Bennett, Maidstone, Kent, Candle Manufactarer. Feb 
17 at 12 30, at the Bridge house Hotel, London Bridge. Goodwin 
Maidstone 
Tranter, John Townsend, Cirencester, Gloucester, Tai'or. Feb 13 atll 
at Oftices of Mullings and C:, Park s*, Cirencester 
Vertue, George Julius, Weymouth, Dorset, Corn and Seed Merchant. 
Feb 18 at 12, at the Auction Mart, Market st, Meleembe Regis. Howe 
ard, Melcombe Rezis 
Vickers, George, Whitchurch. Salop, Wheelwright. Feb 23 at 1.30, at 
The Fox and Goose Inn, Whitchurch. Brooke, Nantwith 
Walden, Henry, and Rotert Walker, Landport, Southampton, Land 
Agents. Feb 14 at 2, at Totterdell’s Commercial Hote), St 
George’s sq, Portsea. King, Portaea 
Warne, James, Gurney st, Walworth, Builder, Feb 27 at 3, at offiees 
of Ditton, Ironm onger lane 
Weston, Spencer, Brighton, Sassex, Grocer. Feb 19 at 12, at offices of 
Smith and Co, Bread st, Cheapsid*, Lamb, Brighton 
White, George Carter, New Cross rd, Clerk, Feb 13 at 11, at offices of 
King. Skinner’s place, Size lane 
White, Heney, Colchester, Essex, Baker. Feb l3at 3,at the Swan Inn, 
High st, Colchester. Goody, Colchester 
Whitehead, Thomas, O:dham, Lincashi e, Licansed Victua'ler. Feb 
17 at 3, at the King’s Arms Hotel, Oldham. Blackbarne, O!ldian 
Williamson, Thomas Alexander, Shenley, Hertford, Brewer. Feb 21 
at 1, at 61, Victoria st, Westminster. Kdwards 
Winter, Alfred, Hillsive terrace, Woodland hill, Gipsy hil!, Bsilder. 
Feb 18 at 2, at offices of Wool and Hare, Basingiall sz 
Woodward, Georze, Leicester, Green Grocer. Feb 17 at 12, Haxby, 
Belvoir st, Leices‘er 
Youens, John Henry, Richmond, Sarrey, Professor of Music. Feb 17 
at3,at the Spread Eagle Hotel, Wandsworth. Ody, Trinity st, 
Southwark 








EDE & SON, 


ROBE » geht MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


10 HER MAJESTY THE LORD CHANCELLOR THE JUDGES, CLERgY, ETC 


ESTABLISHED 1639. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) ani LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
HENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, bezs to 


direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of twenty-five years, in the specialin- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their eontinued 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required,and the strictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adver. 
tise ment and file of “ London Gazette ” kept. By appointment. 





CHOOL BOARD FOR LONDON.—The Papers 
' issued by the Board can be had py oaper of 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS TO THE LONDON SCHDOL boa» 
Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane. 





THE NEW BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Ts only a few minutes’ walk from 
Ek has 2 6 3, STRAN D— 
Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., ls. Gd., or with Soup 

er Fish, 2s. and 23. 6d. “if I desire a substantial dinner off tie joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wina, both cheap and 
good, I know only of one house, and that is in tha Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old Eagland with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may ve supplied 
with half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June Is, 1864, 
page 440. 

The new Hall lately added is cne of the handsomest dining-rooms ia 
Lon’on,. Dinners( from the joint), vegetables, Xc., ls, 6d. 
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Fae re REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, 10, LANCASTER-PLACE, STRAND. 
Established 1835, Capital paid-up, £480,000, 

This Society purchases reversionary property and life interests, and 
grauts loans on these securities. 
Forms of proposal may be obtained at the office. 
F. S. CLAYTON, Joint 
C, H. CLAYTON, § Secretar ie:. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 

|4 COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
Capital, One Million Sterling, fully subscribed by upwards of 450 share- 
holders, nearly all of whom are members of the legal profession. 

Chairman— Sir Witu14M Foster, Bart., Norwich. 
Deputy-Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmitn- 
building, Temple. 

The Capital subscribed and Fundsin hand amount to upwards of 
£1,380,000, affording unquestionable security. 

The Directors invite particular attention to the new form of Life 
Policy, which is free from all conditions. 

The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interests ati 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 

Prospectuses and every information, sent, post free, on application to 

FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary, 


eer 3 MEDICAL AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 








EsTABLU:HED 1824. 
DIRECTORS. 
Chairman—The fies hi Ton. John Robert Mowbray, M.P.,D.C.L, 
ree J W illiam Bowman, Esq.-F-R.S. 

Deputy Chairmen) sir Charles Locock, Bart., D.C.L., F.R.S. 
Jas, M. Arnott, I Esq., F.R.S. | Rev. Richd. Michell, D.D. 
Lionel 5. Beale, M. ‘B., IF.R.S. | The Viscount Midleton. 
Patrick Blac! k, M.D. Sir Jas. Paget, Bt. D.C.L., 
Charles M. Deane, Esq. F.R.S 
Arthur Farre, M.D., George Sie Pinckard, Esq. 
Professor Humphry, z .D., | Thomas Pridgin Teale, M.B. 

F.R.S. Sir Fredk. M. Williams; 
Rey. John Edwid. Kempe, M.A, M.P. 

Gerard W. Lydekker, Esq., 

M.A. 

ACTUARY & SECRETARY ASSISTANT ACTUARY. 

George Cutcl Esq. Benjamin Newbatt, Esq. 
. FINANCIAL RESULTS, 
The Annual Income, steadily increasing, exceeds .., ee £247,000 
The Assurance F invested, is over * £1,810,000 
year were 515, assuri ing x ; £275,740 
BWELS oss ie we ae £9,851 
paid amount to... £3,028,829 
and Bonuses amount t) we =£5,733,799 
DISTINCTIVE FEATURES. 

Crepit System.—On any Policy for the whole duration of a healthy 
Life, where the age does not excecd 60, one half cf the Annua 
Premiums during the first five years may remain on credit. 

ENDOWMENT Assvnances may be effected, without Prefits, by which 
the Sum Assured becc mes payable on the attainment of aspecified age 
or at death, whichever event shail first happen. 

IsvaLip Lives may be assured at rates proportioned to the increased 
risk. 

Prompt SertLeMeNtT oF Craims.—Claims paid thirty days after 
proof of death. 





The Subsistix t “y Asst 


LONUS. 

Th e Reversionary Bonus at the Quingquennial Division in January, 
1872 (a:rrounting io £323,871), averagel 49 per Cent., and the cash 
Bonus 29 per Cent., on the Preminms paid in the 5 years, 

The next Division of Profits will take place in January, 1877, and 
persons who effec ew Policies before the end of June next, will be 
entitled at that Division toone year’s additional share of Prefits over 
later Entrants. 

REPORT, 1872. 

The Annual Report jut issued, and the Balance Sheets for the year 
ending June 30, 1572, as rendered tothe Board of Trade, can be obtained 
of any of the Society’ 3 Agents, or of 

GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Actvary and Seeretary, 
13, St. James’s Square, London, S,W, 
COMMISSION, 

Ten Per Cent. on the First Premium, and five per Cent. cn 

Renewals, is allowed to Solicitors. The Commision wil! be continurp 


to the Person introducing the Assurance, without reference to the 
channel through which the Premiums may be paid. 


|G hacia LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
25, Pall Mall, London, S.W. 





Amonnt of capital originally subscribed.. £600,000 
On which has been paid up 30,000 
Amount accumulated from Premiums.. + 930,000 
Annual Income ° 00s wedaccseaveeo 97,000 
Amount of policies in “existence, “and outstanding additions 

Upwards Of .....000. sseveeseeee 25200000 
b Additions to Policies at the Ninth. Division of Profits, 2h per cent. per 

nnum. 
. The Tenth Quinquennial Division of Profits, June, 1875. 
CHARLES McCABE, Secretary: 





Periodical Sales. E 
R. MARSH begs to announce that his PERIO. 
DICAL SALES (established in 1843) for the Disposal of Rever. 

sions, Absolute and Contingent, Life Interests and Annuities, Policies of 
Life Assurance, Shares in all public undertakings, Advowsons and next 
presentat‘ons, manorial rights, and tithe rent charges, are APPOINTED 
taTAKE PLACE on the first Thursday in each month throughout the 
present year, as under :— 

Jan, 2d. | April 3d. July 3d. Oct. 2d. 

Feb. 6th, May Ist. Aug. 7th. Nov. 6th, 

March 6th. June 5th, Sept. 4:h. Dec. 4th. 

Also that the following days are appropriated during the present year 
for the sale of Freehold Estates, town or country Mansions, Copyhold 
and Leasehold Properties, subu: ban and town Residences, Freehold aad 
Leasehold Ground-rents, and every description of real property: — 

January 16th. July 10th, 17th, 24th, and 3tst, 

February 20th, August 14th and 2lst. 

March 20th. September 18th and 25th, 

April 17th, and 24th, Octover 16th and 22d, 

May 15th, 224, and 29th. November 20th and 27th, 

June 12th, 19: h, and 26th. December 11th and 18th. 

Auction, land, and estate vaneny offizes, 54, Cannonestreet, E.C. 


= ———~—< 


STATES and HOUSE ES to be SOLD or LET.— 
Messrs. Venrom, Bout & Coopea’s Monthly Register, contain. 
ing full particulars of Estates and Farms, Furnished and Unfurnished 
Houses in town. and country, Ground Rent: and Iuvestments generally, 
may be had free on application or by post for one si amp, Owners 
having properties for disposal are invited to send fall particalars to the 
Auction and Estate Agency O-fices, 8, Bucklersbury, E.C. 
M aSSRS. CADLE & TATHAMS LAND and 
: ESTATE REGISTER of town and country residences, shooting 
and fishing quarters, can be obtained on the tst of each month on ape 
plication at the West Midland and South Wales Land Improvemoant and 
Agency Offices, 52, Chancery-lane, London, £.C.,’ and Clarence-street, 
Gloucester, 


AY ESSRS. DEBENH AM, TE W SO IN & oF ARMER’S 
re LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, ine! ‘nding 
Landed Estates, ‘own and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Char ges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first dé ay of each month, 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their omices, 89, Cheapside, B.C., 
or will be sent by post in return for tivo stay Ips. —Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received not later thin four diys previous tothe end 
of the snaesems month. 





executors onl TRUSTE ES, haying » SILV ER, 
‘4 PLATE, WATCHES, Jewellery, China, Glass, Paintings, 
Bronzes, Books, Wearing Apparel, Merchandise, Trade Stocks, &e., ke 
to DISPOSE OF, will find the ** West-end Auction Mart” the best 
medium for realising, it being cextrally situated, and replete with every 
convenience for the better display of property. Advances prior to sales 
Valuations made for ail purposes.—W. Hickinsotaam & Sons, Pree 
pristors, 8 and 9, Upper St. Martin’s-lane, W.C, 


To Trastees, E xecutors, Solicitors, and Others, ° 


V/ ESSRS. CHRISTIE & CHRISTIE beg to an- 
A nounce that, having purchased the GOODWILL of the PRE- 
MISES of the Arg) Te street Galleries Permanent Exhibition of Pictures 
for the purpose of their Sale Rooms, they are now prepared to RE- 
CEIVE consignments of PICTURES, Works of Art, Articles of Vertu, 
Jewellery, Books, Furniture, &c., to be included in their weekly sales, 
the first of which will take place on Tuesday, June 4, and afterwards on 
Wednesday in each week.--Terms may be had at their Rooms, 7, 
Argyll-street, Regent-street, or at their CAices, 19, Brock-street, W. 





TT‘0 BE SOLD, the Reversion to a highly important 

Estaie, situate 17 miles from, and on the best side of London, 
and containing 3,670 acres, which include about 900 acres of Commons, 
The Reversion is absolutely expectant on the death of one life aged 83. 
The timber is worth about £20,000, There is a splendid mansion and 
park and two advowsoas, There isa railway station oa the estate aad 
there are two other stations within moderate distance. -For particus 
lars apply to D. aaveatete Esq., 25, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 


| OYAL POLYTECHN IC.—Great Programme for 
Christmas, The History of a PLUM PUDDING, with strik- 
ing experiments = Professor Gardner. 2. <A Christmas Tale; or 
HOW JANE CONQUES T RANG THE BELL; an I!lustrated Poem, 
with remarkabie effects. 8. The ‘ZOO’ AT THE ‘ POLY,’ an anec“otal 
discourse abut the Zoelogical Gardens, by Mr. J. L. King, with Photo- 
graphs by Mr. York. 4, The THREE ROSES ; 3; or, the Invisible Prince 
in a new light; a fairy tale, musically narrated by Mr. George Buck- 
land, assisted by Miss Alice Barth, Mise Pulham and Miss Lilie 
Bartlett. 5. The WHITE LADY OF AVE VEL, the new and beautifal 
Ghost Nlusion. 6. New CHARACTER ENTER TAINMENT, by Mr. 
Percy Vere. 7. The wonderful SWIMMING FEATS of Marquis 
Bibvero in the Great Tank. 8. The MAGIC TUB, full of Toys, to be 
distributed on specified occasions, to good Children, Many other 
Butertalaments, Open daily, at 12 and7, Adaission, ls, 


el 


OSCOW POLYTECHNIC EXHIBITION, 
1872, LYONS EXHIBITION, 1872. (GOLD MEDALS.) 
First Prizes awarded to LIEBIG COMPANY’3 EXTRACT OF MEAT 
for best quality. 











Cavtion.—None genuine without Baron Licbig’s, the Inventor’ - 


signature. Ask for Liebig Company’s Extract, 





= matt... 


